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In Vain do they Worſhip me, teaching Ny Doetrines the Com- 

manaments of Men, St. Mark vii. 7. 

He ſaid unto them, Full well ye reje# the Comman.'ments of 
Ged, that ye may keep your own Tradition, Ver. 9. 


end 
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Si ſolus Chriſtus audiendus eſt, non debemus attendere, quid 
alius ante nos faciendum. putaverir, ſed quid, qui ante 
omnes Chriſtus, prior fecerit. Neque enim hominis con- 
ſuerudinem lequi oporter, fed Dei veritatem. R. Cypr. 
Epiſt. iii. ad Cecil. | 
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Ntroduction. Tage 1 

The Deſign of the whole. 2 

2 Scripture, not Tradition, the e, $ Rule ſhewn 

From Scripture. | Ibid. 

7. And from Tradition, 6 

12. Pleas for Tradition. 22 

1 I. That Tradition flands recommended by Scripture 
I. in Ibid. 

p. 2. That we our ſelves are forced to fly to it in 

8. ſome Caſes, 26 

r. II. The Tradition for the Articles contended for is not 

J. ſo full as it is repreſented to be. 36 


I. If is not ſo Extenſive as is pretended. _ Ibid. 
2. And where it does extend, it is not ſo full ” 

. Faiefodtory as it is given out te be. 
ih Teftimony of Juſtin Martyr confidered. bid. 
As alſo thoſe of — an 4 Clemens Alexandri- 


nus. = 
| And of St. Cyprian. | q$3.& 73 
Some truly Hooftolical Uſages not thought 1 e to 
5 2 Revived, 79 
Fo receive the Euchariſt after Supper, at leaſt, as ne- 
ceſſary as the Mixture. 73 
& Of Cl of Talmud. 74, 104, & * 

5 The Cuſtom of communicating Infants. 76 


6 | (a 2) | That 


ET TY EG WE deere 


The Mixture uncommanded by the Moſaick Inflitu- 


Dr. Lightfoot rightly cited, when ſpeaking of the Mix- 
An unbappy Queſtion. 


— —— —— — 
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The Contents, bh 
That our Bleſſed Saviour gives not the leaſt Hint of 
any Thing in the Cup, but Vine. 77 
Our Saviour's Cup not neceſſarily mixt. 78 
St. Paul's calling it the Cup of Bleſſing. Ibid. 
Our Saviour an Antitype to Melchiſedeck. 82 
And to Noah. | 86 
The Drink-Offering amongſt the Jews. 87 
Of the Apoftolical Conſtitutions. 83 Wm 
The Liturgies oft St. Baſil and St. Chryſoſtom, no 
good Evidence in this Caſe, p. 89 
Nor the Council of Carthage. - "os 
Nor that in Trullo. Ibid. 


That Wine only is mentioned in Scripture becauſe of 
its being a principal Ingredient, is a Begging the 

Queſtion. r 
Of Moſes's ſprinkling the People, Hebr. ix. 19. 103 
According to Dr. Lightfoot, be that drinks Wine not 
mangled at the Paſſover, performs his Duty. 105 

A 8 Ibid. 
Dr. Lightfoot cited to prove the Wine our Saviour 

uſed at the Inſtitution of the Euchariſt was mixt. 107 
Buxtorf notes there were four Cups at the Paſſover, 110 
The Importance of what Plutarch ſays of Kedue. 111 


ture as a convenient kite. 112 
Tz 113 

No Cup ſaid to be purpoſely mixed by our Saviour till 
the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions. I Ibid; 
Whether our Saviour kept the Paſſover with Unlea- 
vened Bread. 92 114 
Whether be took the mixt Cup, only becauſe it was rea- 
dy at Hand. 4, 117 
Chriſtians as much at Liberty to uſe unmixt Wine, as © 
Leavened Bread, 118 „ 


1 
The Concluſion. 25 119 4 
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1 T HIS Reply having grown to a greater Length 


than was deſigned, I thought it beſt, for 


"EZ more Reaſons than one, to ſend out this Part firſt. 


which had been Publiſhed ſome Weeks ſooner, 
but that it has ſtuck much longer in the Preſs, 
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than was expected. The other Part I promiſe my 


ſelf will follow in a little time. At preſent I 
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ſhall only ſubjoin a few Citations relating to the 


& Mixture, that did not occur ſoon enough to be 


N 


inſerted in their proper Places. 


Page 41. After theſe Words, Remembrance of me, 


| theſe ſhould follow. And in his 7th Homily on 
&  Levit. x. he ſpeaks of Vine, and new Wine, and 


new Wine to be put into new Bottles, and new 
Wine in the Kingdom of Heaven, but without 
the leaſt: Hint of any Water to be mixt wath it. 
And Cyril of Fernſalem puts the Queſtion, (a) 
Since our Saviour changed the Vater, at the Feaſt at 
Cana in Galilee into Wine, why cannot he as well 
change Wine into bis Blood © Now it is agreed on 
all Hands, that our Saviour did not change the 
Water into Wine and Water, but into Wine only. 
And St. Cyril makes no difference betwixt this 
Wine, and that which he made his Blood. Anda 
little after ; (Y) In the Type of Bread he gave his 
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816 he; Catech. Myſtag. iv. p. 292. 
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Body, and in the Type of | not of Water and Wine, 


but barely of] Vine be gave his Blood. 


At the End of Page 52. the Reader may pleaſe 
to add theſe Words. Theodorus Mopſueftenus, never 
charged with Heterodoxy in this Point, teſtifies 
that Kigaoue does not always ſignify a Mixture. For 
when commenting upon the Ilxxivth Pſalm as it is 
in the Septuagint-Tranſlation, but in the Hebrew 
the lxxvth, ver. 9. (c) He bath, ſays he, in his 
Hand a Cup full of unmixt Vine; and that he may 
intimate the more terrible Puniſhments to be meant by 
this Wine not being mixt, he ſays of an unmingled 
igaoue But how is it that having ſpoken of Wine © 
unmixed, he immediately ſays it is mixed? The Rea- 
fon of this is, becauſe we often call ſuch a quantity of 
Liquor as may ſuffice for a Draught, a Kd, | which 
Word ſignifies alſo a Mixture. | The Eſalmiſt's In- 
tent therefore in this place is to declare, that hereby 


is meant ſuch a large Quantity as to fill the Cup. 


would therefore by both Words expreſs the Intenſeneſs © 
of the Pumſhment ſpoken of; that is to ſay, hotb by 
the Wine being unmixt, and by it's filling the Cup, ® 
by the Pureneſs of the Wine, ſhewing the Severity and 
| Fehemence of it, and by its Fulneſs, the Sufficiency of 


it, ſo as to extend to all. 
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(c) Exe. 58 ov 7H Lau Merl mo]neuws mrAngwutvoy argd- 
Ts d I ye bir poperuliens TIewelas,dm , axganv ol 
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d poTigay Ths TIWarIAS THY GnTadlv. Kai on Ts axealer 
eval F ole, H ho Tv METANCOTAE 70 FO) news TY EY &- 
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*g, V TavTwv aFlous'oy. Corder. Caten. Grac. Patrum in Pſalm. 
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"oY St. Athanaſius ſpeaking of our Saviour's having 
prepared a Table, explains it thus, (d) That is to ſay 
lad, Ihe holy Altar, and upon that the heavenly Bread, and 

#Þbich gives Life to all that partake of it, even bis 


ed * oh an 4 moſt holy Body, and W me, that chears the 
For Heart, and yet works Sobriety in the Soul of every one 
tis FS thoſe that taſte of it, as if be poured his own Blood 
rem 1 into the Cup. _ 1 ; 

his | Agreeably whereto the Ixxii render Prov. ix. 2. 


7 Extgany i; xee]nge # favljs ö %% Of which I deſire 


wy. it may be conſidered, whether the moſt natural 
led © Conſtruction of theſe Words, be not, She hath 
7-1 poured ber Wine into the Cup, or ſhe has prepared ber 
ea. Cup; rather than ſhe hath mingled her Wine 


y of wr in it? : FX : : 
e After what is ſaid concerning Melchiſedeck's 


7 Oblation as a Type of our Saviour's, Page 86. it 
may follow, (e) To this ee St. Athanaſius 
calls the Wine he gave to Abraham dxgelov, unmixt, 
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(d) Hesl ebene rd ar, Tu mM a30v t .iẽ,dXꝓ;, 10 
in di agry veanov x aggugny, ο Teo Conv ναjẽ: 
ueve Tols wilarappurorv e avls 73 43100 % mevayoy u- 
W nun, over Ty ivpegivor]a Thy xaediav, 6; vil iv iumey]e 
= Oo T1 £xdrs JU  amowvoptroy Us did, ws m ves ng 
|  wmnipnors To favs aipa B. Athanaſ. in Nic. Conc. c. Arium 
— Dip. To. 2. p. 122. I own this Treatiſe is thought not to be ge- 
nuine, and cannot therefore be appealed to for ſettling any Do- 
tz 3 d@rine, yet 1 ſee not why it may not be uſed, for ſhewing the Na- 
Op ture and Senſe of the Language it is written in. | 


4 (e) Q ty d 6 Meaynidern T6 Array Vorgpie 
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(iv) 


ll and affirms that he was the Type of the unbloody 
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| | Sacrifice, ducias avwpan]s. * 
| So Euſebius ſpeaking of Melch;ſedeck relates, () 
| That be bleſſed Abraham with Wine ONLY and Bread. 
| And to the ſame Effect alſo ſays St. Auguſtine , #8 
if (s) There firſt appeared the Sacrifice, which is now 
| [fo long after] offered to God by Chriſtians all the *t 


World over, and then was fulfilled that which was 
done a long time after it was ſaid by the Prophet to 
Chrift, who was to come in the Fleſh , thou art a Piet 
for ever after the Order of Melchiſedeck, ' 


Evang. l. 5. c. 3. 1 

(z) Ubi quippe primum apparuit Sacrificium, quod nunc 4 3 
Chriſtianis aftercur Deo toto terrarum orbe, imp eturque illud 
quod Tonge poſt hoc factum, per Propheram dicitur ad Chri- } | 
tum, Tu es facerdos in æternum ſecundim ordinem Melchi. FF 
fedeck. B. Aug. de Civ. Dei. l. 16. c. 22. | = 


(f) "Owp It wire g dr F 'Abtatu ivionauy. Demonſty. 
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win FF INCE it is refolved this unhappy Con- 
"" x troverſy {hall be carried on, we who can- 

unc a not come into the Meaſures propoſed, 

illud {hould be thought much wanting to our 

oo” 9 Cauſe, if we ſhould not continue to ſhew the 


no ſinall Happineſs, if this Labour might have 
been ſpared, and the Diſpute dropt. But our 
learned Author having thought fit, to publiſh a 
Defence of the former Reaſons, I hope I ſhall be 
excuſed, if I take upon me to appear againſt it; 
in behalf not only of the Conſtitution of our 
+ own Church, but of our Bleſſed Saviour's Inftitu- 
tion likewiſe; both which are apparently on our 
Side. As to our own Church, there is no Diſpute, 
but that we keep cloſeſt to its Rules and Practices, 
and thereby acquit our ſelves its moit gennine 
Sons and faithful Members. And as to the Do- 
"> Crines of the New Teſtament, and our Saviour's 
Inſtitution of the Holy Euchariſt in particular, 
No every one muſt ſee that the Scripture being the 
| Meaſure we go by, there can be no juſtifiable Rea- 
ſon for any One's dividing from us upon this 
Account. And to ſhew that there is not, I ſhall 

fer my ſelf to make good theſe two following 
> Propoſitions. 
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9 Reaſon of our Diſſent. IT ſhould have thought it 


(2) 
I. Scripture, and not Tradition, is preſcribed 
by our Lord to his Diſciples, as the Rule they 
are to walk by, and which we are neceſſarily to 
adhere to. | 
II The Tradition pleaded for the four contro- 
verted Points, is not ſo full and unqueſtionable, 
as it is repreſented to be. If either of theſe Pro- 
poſitions, much more if both of them, can be 
proved to be true, the Pleas brought for the Eſſen- 
tiality of the Uſages now contended for, muſt 
neceſſarily be acknowledged to be falſe. And by 
conſequence, the Practices built upon thoſe Pleas, 
mult be Erroneous and Il|-grounded. And that 


this 1s the true State of the Caſe, I come now to 
ſhew. And here I fay, 


I. Scripture, and not Tradition, is preſcribed 
by our Saviour to his Diſciples, as the Rule for 
them to walk by, and which we are all neceſſa- 
rily to adhere to, for the Guidance of our Faith, 

and Worſhip, and our Behaviour in all Reſpects. 
To the Law and to the Teſtimony ; ſays the Prophet 
{jaiah, if they ſpeak not according to this Word, it 
is becauſe there is no Light in them, Iſ. viii. 20. 
And again, Seek ye out of the Book of the Lord, and 
read, ch. xxxiv. 16. And ſo in the New Teſta- 
ment, Search the Scriptures, ſays our Saviour, 
St. John v. 39. And in the Ads of the Apoſtles, 
ch xvii. 11. The Fews at Berea are commended 
as more Noble, of a milder and better Temper and 
| Diſpoſition, than thoſe at Theſſalonica, and for 
this Reaſon, becanſe they recerved the Word with all 
Readineſs of Mind, and ſearched the Scriptures daily. 
And indeed, that not Tradition, but Scripture, is 
the Rule for our Direction, is a Doctrine fo agree- 
able to our moſt holy Profeſſion, and has been 
ſo fully proved from time to time, that whenſo- 
ever any Competition ariſes between them, I 
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thought there was no Room for doubting, whe- 
ther of them were chiefly to be relied upon. 

As to Rites and Ceremonies and all Matters of 
Indifferency, it is and muſt be in the Choice of 
every Church, to determine what they ſhall ſee 
proper, for their own People and Circumitances 
unleſs it be reſolved they ſhall have no Power 
left them, to order any Thing in the Worſhip of 
God. Which would be highly unreaſonable, when 
every Maſter of a Family may do it in his own 
Houſe. But in all the Eſſentials of Religion, the 
Caſe is very different; for here we are obliged to 
keep to the Laws of God, and the Directions of 
our Bleſſed Saviour and his Apoſtles, recorded in 
the holy Scripture. Nor could I ever learn that bare 
Tradition was ſufficient of it ſelf, to make any 


Thing a neceſſary indiſpenſable Duty, that has no 


Foundation ar all in Scripture. And I cannot 
find that the Points here inſiſted upon have. St. 
Paul teaches that the Church is buzlt upon the Apo- 
ſtles and Prophets, and eſpecially upon our bleſſed 
Lord and Saviour, as its chief Corner. ſtone, and 


not the Apoſtles and Prophets, and our Lord him- 


ſelf upon the Church. Our Saviour confuted the 
Sadducees from Scripture, St. Matt. xxii. 32. St. 
Faul confuted the falſe Apoſtles from Scripture, 
Gal. iii. 10. The Fathers in their Diſputations 
with Hereticks, appealed to Scripture. Put now 
we are taught to betake our ſelves not to Scr1- 


pture, but Tradition, the Fathers, and the Jewi/h 


Rabbies ; which though all of Uſe in their proper 
Place, yet are by no means to be compared to 
Scripture, or ſet in oppoſition to it. | 
Tradition, as the Anſwerer had ſaid (a) before, 
may be of Uſe for confirming, what is delivered 


(a) No Reaſon, p. 53. | N 
| | 2 IN 


(*.4* J 


in Scripture, though not fo fully and clearly as 
{ome other Doctrines are. But when our Saviour, 
in the Inſtitution of the holy Euchariſt, mentions 
nothing more in the Cup than (b) the Fruit of the 
Vine, it wants yet to be proved, after all our 
learned Author has faid, in behalf of a Mixture, 
that not Wine alone, but only as: diluted with 
Water, ſuch as never proceeded from the Vine, 
can be the only proper Eſſential Matter of the 
Cup in this Ordinance, or how any Tradition 
can evince it to be ſo. In like manner, when 
neither our Saviour nor his Apoſtles have given 
any Manner of Direction, about Prayers for the 


Saints departed this Life, norhave acquainted us 


what their Condition is now. before the Reſur- 
rection, or that their Happineſs is capable of be- 
ing any way improved by our Prayers, how un- 
ſcriptural Tradition can ever make theſe Prayers 
eſſential to Chriſtianity, and of abſolute Neceſſity 
in order to Salvation, is a Paradox too hard to be 
maintained. And the like I may ſay alſo of the 
other Alterations propoſed. - Whatſoever may be 
offered otherwiſe in their behalf, their not being 
taught in Scripture, is an Objection not to be remo- 


ved. Nor can they ever be proved, to be neceſſary 


Parts of our moſt holy Religion, to the Satis- 
faction of thoſe who believe the Scripture to be 
the Rule of our Faith, and Life, and Worſhip, as 
our Church profeſſes to do, as well as the Re- 
formed Churches abroad. 5 

(c) That whatſoever is not read in Scripture, nor 
ꝛnay be proved thereby, is not to be required of any 
man, that it ſhould be believed as an Article of Faith, 
or be thought requiſite or neceſſary to Salvation, is 
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"4 6) St. Matt. xXvi. 29. 
(c) Artic, VI. IT, 5 
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| undoubtedly the Doctrine of the Church of Em- 
land; and not ſo only, but moreover of the (d) 


Auguſtan, - the (e) Helvetick, the (F) Virtenburgb, 


and the (g) Bohemian Confeſſions. And indeed it 
is the true Baſis of the whole Reformation. And 


the Truth hereof might be eaſily evinced, by a plen- 
tiful Cloud of Witneſſes, both from Scripture and 
other Eccleſiaſtical Writers, both in former and 
latter Ages, were there any Need of it. But 
that Tradition ſhould be ſet in Competition with 
it, to be received par? pietatis affectu, is a Doctrine 
of the (5) Council of Trent, but not to be met 
with in Scripture, nor the Doctrines of the Primi- 
tive Church. = . 
So that I may well affirm in the Words of our 
great Archbiſhop, that (i) Some Traditions I deny 
not to be true and firm, and of great buth Authority and 
Uſe in the Church, as Apoſtolical, but yet not Funda- 
mental in the Faith. And again, (k) Not the 
Church of England only, but all Proteſtants agree, 


_ moſt truly and moſt ſtrongly in this, lays the fore- 


named Great Prelate, That the Scripture is ſnffi- 
ctent to Salvation, and contains in it all Things neceſ- 
ſary to it. And have not we Reaſon then to account it, 
as it is, the Foundation of our Faith. | | 
And it is well known, that the Apoſtle St. 
Paul denounces a ſevere Anathema againſt either 


Angel, or Man, (1) that ventures to teach any 
| other 


(d) Corp. Confeſſionum, p. I. 
(e) Ibid. p. 67. RY 
(7) Tbid. p. 131. 

(e) Pag. 177. 

(h) Sefſ. 4. | | | 

(i) Laud againſt Fiſher, F. 11. Numb. 2. 

() Se#: 15. Numb. 1. 1 

V Cum ergo neque ipſe A poſtolus, neq; Angelus de cælo, 
annunciare poſſit aliter aut docere, præterquam gy _ 
els +: TR "Re | N riurus 
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other Doctrine than what our Lord himſelf and 
his Apoſtles had taught, Gal. i. 8, 9. Which 
deſerves to be ſeriouſly attended to, and well con- 
ſidered, by all ſuch as ſet up Tradition againſt 
Scripture, whereby to make thoſe Doctrines or 
Uſages neceſſary to Salvation, which the Word 
of God has not made ſo. The Word of God, I fay, 
which is able to make a Man wiſe unto Salvation, 
and perfect to every good work ; as the ſame St. 
Paul affirms it does, 2 Tim. iii. 15, 16, 17. For to 
make it effectual to our Salvation, it muſt con- 
tain in it all Things that are of abſolute Neceſſity, 
to be believed or practiſed by us. Becauſe if on- 
ly ſome of our Duty is to be found there, and we 
muſt depend upon Tradition for the reſt, then 
Scripture is but a partial imperfect Rule to us, 
and not ſuch as the Apoſtle repreſents it to be. 
Nor have we Scripture only to this purpoſe, but 
Tradition too. Ut que ſcripta ſunt non negamus, ita 
ea quæ non ſunt ſcripta renuimns, ſays St. (m) Jerom. 
As we do not deny the Things which are written, 
fo we do reject thoſe that are not written. And 
the ſame might eaſily be proved from Num- 
bers of others, all from time to time unanimouſ- 
ly confirming the ſame Doctrine. Thus (u) 
Irenaus, diſputing againſt the Valentinians and 
other Hereticks, ſets up Scriptures in oppoſiti- 
on to their blaſphemous Conceits, (o) and Pro- 


Chriſtus docuir, & Apoſtoli ejus annunciaverunt ; miror fa- 
tis unde hoc uſurpatum fir, ut contra Evangelicam & A poſto- 
licam Diſciplinam, quibuſdam in locis aqua offeratur in Do- 
minico Calice, quæ ſola Chriſti ſanguinem non poſſit expri- 
mere. S. Cyprian, Epiſt. 63. p. 152. 

(m) Adv. Helvid, C. 9. 


(n) Ta uy E M Year! ovoud]a, Y TA ASGOS, Y Tas 


Sago Ng ETLYVAIt]aL, THY Ss BAzopnuey & π d τινν TauTlw 
. SM ,.. Adv. Hereſ. J. 1. c. 1. 
(.) Ex ſeripturis fie accipiet probationem. L. 2. c: 42. 
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miſes to diſprove their Tenets from Scripture. 
And upon another Occaſion ſpeaking of rhe Goſ- 
pel, he teaches that the Apoſtles () delivered it 
to us in the Scriptures, to be the Foundation, and 
S Or Pillar of our Faith. As he alſo complains of the 
ord , Hereticks againſt whom he was writing (q) that 
lay, W when they are confuted out of Scripture, they ſet 
2, $f themſelves to accuſe the Scripture, as if we had them 
St. not right, or as if they wanted Authority, or as diffe- 
to WF rently expreſsed, and becauſe Truth cannot be found 


on- out by their Help, except By SUCH AS ARE Ac- 
ty,  qQuainTEeD with TRADITION. Where we 
2N- i ſee his Charge againſt them was depending more 
we upon Tradition, than upon the Holy Scriptures. 
1en And treating of their new (7) erroneous and blaſ- 
us, F phemous Goſpel, he adds, that they who will, may learn 
be. bow it differs from the Goſpel of Truth, as is ſhemn 
ut out of the ScrxipTuRes. And at another time, 
ta $ diſcourſing of our Bleſſed Saviour's Incarnati- 
m. on, he tells them, (/) they are confuted from thoſe 
N, Things which are related in the Scriptures, concerning 


nd the Coming of Chriſt. Agreeably whereto Tertul- 
m- lian declares himſelf to (t) adore the Fulneſs of 


» | — —— 
id (p) Per Dei voluntatem in ſeripturis nobis tradiderunt, 
aa fundamentum & columnam fidei noſtræ futurum. L. 3. c. 1, 
—— Þ} () Cum arguuntur ex Scripturis, in accuſationem conver- 
tuntur ipſarum Scripturarum, quaſi non recte habeant, neque 
5 ſint ex authoritate, & quia variè ſint dictæ, & quia non poſſit 
1 ex his inveniri veritas ab his, qui neſciunt Traditionem. 
1 „ Ca, : 
— (7) Si enim quod ab eis profertur, veritatis eſt Evangelium, 
ji. IJ diffimile eſt autem hoc illis, quz ab Apoſtolis nobis tradita 


ſunt; qui volunt, poſſunt diſcere, quemadmodum ex ipſis 
5 Scripruris oſtenditur, jam non eſſe id quod ab Apoſtolis tra- 
ditum eſt veritatis Evangelium. L. 3. c. II. 


( Confutati ab iis, quæ in Scripturis de Chriſti adventu 
teferunkur. L. 4. c. 69. ; by 

(t) Adoro Scriptur# plenitud inem. Adv. Hermog c. 22. 
8 the 


(s) 


the Scripture. And diſputing againſt * Hermogenes | 
who would not allow the World to be created | 
out of nothing, he objects to him, that he could 
find nothing of his Doctrine in Scripture. And 

thereupon challenges both himſelf and his Fol- 
And if they can- 
not, charges them to beware of the dreadful | 
Woe denounced againſt thoſe who add to, or detrad@ | 
From the Word of God. In like manner Cle. 
mens Alexandrinus lays it down as an undoub- 
ted Truth, that (u) thoſe muſt certainly err in 
the greateſt Matters, who engage themſelves in them, 


lowers, to ſhew it if there be. 


unleſs they keep to the Rule of Faith. And ſays, 


() If they had a Fudgment between Truth and 3 


Falſbood, exerciſed to make choice of what Things 
are proper, they would obey the Scriptures, T con- 
feſs, a little after he ſays (x) He that kicks a- 
gainſt the Tradition of the Church, and flarts aſide 
into the Opinions of Mens Herefies, ceaſes hereupon 
to be a Man of God, and faithful to the Lord. But 
that by this Eccleſiaſtical Tradition he means 
not any Thing diſtin& from Scripture, he gives 
us in the next words to underſtand ; affirming 
that He that ſhall return from this deceit, and neak- 


he ——_ : 


An autem de. aliqua ſubjacenti mareria facta ſint omnia, 
nuſquam adhuc legi. Scriptum eſſe doceat Hermogenis offi- 
cina. Si non eſt ſcriptum, timeat væ illud, adjicientibus aut 
detrahentibus deſtinatum. 7bid. | 


(u) Teννν 30 avs yen Hts Tis weyicns ty pelgullag 


BLYLAn, 1 wy T xgnove , ahnvtias may' aulis heaCon]es 
22078 q MN dg. Strom. l. 7. Pp. 390. Edit. Oxon. 
2 Ei 38 enit]nv]o, Tais Ni, emridevſe dv Yeooalg 
_ Thid. | | | | 
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(9) 


KEN TO THE ScRIPTuREs, and be converted to the 
Truth, is in a Manner of a Man become a God. 
And again, ()) Ve uſe the Scriptures, as the Cri- 
terion, to find out Things. And a little at- 
ter, (z) Ve do nt wait for the Teſtimony of Men, 
but prove that which is ſought after by the Voice of the 
Lord, which is more ſatisfactery than all Demonſtra- 
tions, or rather is the only Demonſtration , according 
to which Knowledge, they who have taſted of the 
Scripture are faithful. It is by the Words of God, 
ſays Origen (a), that the Spirit grows ſtrong, as the 
Fleſh does by Meats and Delights, And more ex- 
preſly to our preſent purpoſe, at another time, 
ſpeaking of the two Teſtaments, (b) In which, ſays 
he, every Word that belongs to God may be ſearched 
out and diſcuſſed, and the whole Knowledge of Thangs 
may be taken from them. But if any Thing remains 
undetermined by theſe Divine Writings, no other 


third Scripture may be received for our Iuſtruct ion. 


So ſays St. Cyprian, (c) Whence is this Traditi- 
on, whether deſcending from the Authority of our Lord 
| and 


je” "ES 


OWA mes The Tf gear sg, avly (Ty u- 
weary Yeapn Aue d uermg . Thid, 

() Ou Thu US avSewmoy arauWoul papſugiay, nnd Th 7% 
fig r moriuide m CnliuWor 1 q anodiition - 
ua iR, ANNE oe, n worn Tas U Ty rare Rad ny 
ems hunv of wit amroyeurd Wye pore mwy Yeagay mot. Ibid. 
(a) Sicut cibis & deliciis caro, ita Spiritus verbis divinis 
convaleſcit. In Levit. Hom, ix. p. 20. 

(5) In quibus liceat omne verbum quod ad Deum pertiner 
(hoc enim eſt ſacrificium) requiri & diſcuti, atque ex ipſis 
omnem rerum ſcientiam capi. St quid autem ſuperſuerir, 
quod non divina ſcriptura decernat, nullam aliam tertiam 
"gy "aps debere ad auctoritatem ſcientiæ ſuſcipi. Hom. v. 
p. 66. | | 

(c) Unde eſt iſta Traditio ? utrum de Dominica & Evan- 
gelica auctoritate deſcendens, an de Apoſtolorum mandatit 
atque Epiſtolis veniens ? Ea enim facienda eſſe quæ ſcripta 
ſunt, Deus teſtatur, & proponit ad Jeſum Nave, dicens : Non 

| | B receder 


( 10 ) 


and his Goſpel, or comeing from the Precepts and 
Epiſtles of the Apoſiles. For God witneſſes, that 
thoſe Things are to be done which are written, and 
Propounds it to Jeſus the Son of Nave, ſaying : The 
Book of this Law ſhall not depart out of thy Mouth, 
but thou ſhalt meditate init Day and Night, that thou 
mayſt obſerve to do all Things that are written in it. 
therefore it be commanded in the Goſpel, or be 
contained in the Epiſtles or Ads of the Apoſtles — 
let this divine and holy Tradition be obſerved, But 
F the contrary be true, bow is it that they may 
ſeem not fit to be condemned by ns, who appear by 
the Teflimony of the Apoſtle to be condemned by 
themſelves * And in his Diſcourſe de Laphs, 
he complains of the Forwardneſs of the Mar- 
tyrs, to grant Letters for a Reconcilation to Pe- 
nitents not duly humbled, and profeſſes to them, 
(d) He is not joyned to the Church, who is ſepa- 
rated from the Goſpel. And again he aſks; (e) Do 
the Martyrs order any Thing to be done? let if the 
| Things they order are not written in the Law of the 
Lord, it is firſt to be inquired, whether they have 
obtained of God what they ſued for. Then, | but not 


recedet liber legis hujus ex ore tuo, ſed meditaberis in eo 
die ac nocte, ut obſerves facere omnia quæ ſcripta ſunt in 
eo. —Si ergo aut in Evangelio præcipitur, aut in Apoſtolo- 
rum Epiſtolis aut Actibus continetur, ut a quacunque hæreſi 
venientes non baptizentur, ſed tantum manus illis imponatur 
in pœnitentiam; obſervetur divina hac & ſancta Traditio. 
Si verd ubique bæretici nihil alind quam adverſatii & anti— 
chriſti nominantur: Si vitandi & perverſi & a ſemet ipſis 
damnarti pronunciantur ; quale eſt ur videamur damnandi a 
nobis non eſſe, quos conſtat Apoſtolica conteſtatione a ſemet 

ipſis damnaros eſſe? Epiſ/t. 74. Pompeio. | 
(d) Nec Eccleſiæ jungitur, qui ab Evangelio ſeparatur. 
De Lapſis, p. 129. | 

(e) Mandaar aliquid Martyres fieri ? Sed fi ſcripra non 
ſint in Domini lege quz mandant; ante eſt ur ſciamus illos à 
Deo impetraſſe quod poſtulant; tunc facere quod mandant : 
neque enim Hatim videri poteſt de Divina Majeſtate conceſ- 
ſam, quod fucrit humana pollicitatione promiſſum. p. 130. 
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(1) 


till then | what they order may be done. And again, 
H He thinks it ftrange, that Cuſtom ſhould be 


thought greater than Truth, or that That ſhould not 


be followed in Spirituals, which has been revealed for 
our Improvement by the holy Spirit, (g) In our 
worldly Concerns, ſays St. Athanaſius, we will not 
mind a Multitude of Men under falſe Names; And 
in our heavenly Dodrines, ſhall I follow unſupported. 
Motions, leaving the Things we have been tanght of old 
and very long ago, with great Conſent, and with the 
Teſtimony of the Scriptures? And writing to (b) 
Dracontius he puts him in Mind, that the People ex- 
pected to be fed by bim, with Doctrine out of the 
holy Scriptures ;, and tells Marcellinus (i) that the 
Scripture is the Miftreſs of Virtue aud true Faith 
and poſitively affirms, that (k) the holy and di- 
vinely inſpired Scriptures are ſufficient for the Declara- 
tion of the Truth. And upon another Occaſion, 
having reckoned up the ſeveral Books of the 
Old and New Teſtament, he profeſſes (I) that 
Theſe are the Wells of Salvation. In theſe only is the 
Doctrine of Godlineſs declared. Let no Man add 
any Thing to theſe, nor take any Thing from them. 


———— 


Y Quaſi conſuetudo major fir veritate, aut non id fit in 
ſpiricualibus ſequendum, quod in melius fuerit a Sancto Spit itu 
revelarum. Epiſt. Tubiano. 73. — 

(e) Tn M Lv HA , ü Au TAS OT 
YFevdovypor segviov os yaa οοοννjUuiubhονα, vUαναν o 
qeixJols dH i of πν u, X Tegan METH MHονν 
oviapwrias,  Þ M Yoagav agveins Tacx Fi mw * avd> 
gnmzs. Quod veritas non multit. Judic. 

(0% Aer Ses. ges, os re ονν , Thy 
< TY tyeapar NMzoraniay. Ad Dracont. Epiſt. | 

(i) Idea ul 1 Sele yearn difuorands ecav eig. 1h 
Ti5%s dM nJ8;. Ad Marcellin. Epiſt. : f 

(+) 'Av]dexcrs wht gap ee at ayiar e Se %,/tü̃b VERBHL 
eg Thy AννEðů-ãss erayyriay. Orat. c. Gentes. p. J. 

(1) Tavra myal owmely. Ex Tb To wovors d evonGeias 


Sugtanior x) ig c lau: whats TETos bfpantimw: Hu- 


G T*Tuy 6gaicide m Fragm. Epiſt. 30. 
2 Optatus 


(12) 


Optatus teaches that our Bleſſed Saviour whilſt 


he was upon Earth, gave in charge to his Apoſtles 


whatſoever was neceſlary for the time ; but that 
as an earthly Father when he apprehends himſelf 
about to leave the World, makes his Will, and 
executes it before Witneſſes, that ſo it may con- 
tinue after he is gone, for the Prevention of 
ſuch Differences as might otherwiſe ariſe amongſt 
his Children; or for quieting and putting an 


end to them if they do ariſe and get to any 


Head; And if it ſo fall out that any Conteſts 
happen amongſt them, they do not conſult 
their Father's Tomb, but ſearch his Will, for re- 
conciling them, and reſtoring Concord amongſt 
them, and ſo he who lies at reſt in his Grave, 
ſilently ſpeaks by his laſt Teſtament. In like 
manner as he proceeds, (m) He that is alive and whoſe 
the Will is, is in Heaven. Let his Will and Plea- 
ſure therefore be inquired after in bis Goſpel. Thus we 
ſee how conſtantly it is inculcated, that the only 
Method for diſcovering the right Way of Salva- 


tion, is a diligent Search and Inquiry into the ho- 


Iy Scriptures. And the fame Direction is left us 
alſo by a great many others. In particular, 
Cyril of Jeruſalem gives this Advice: (u) Gather 
from the holy Scriptures at your leaſure a Summary of 
the Things contained therein. For the Subſtance of 
our Faith was not framed as it ſeemed good to Men, 
but the choiceſt Sayings collected out of the whole 
Scripture, make up one Doctrine of Faith, And 


he. Ah »„— — 


(m) Vivus, is cujus eſt Teſtamentum, in cœlo eſt. Volun- 
tas ejus, velut in Teſtamento, ſic in Evangelio inquiratur. C. 
Farmen. l. 5. c. 101. | 
(un) Exdixy os MU & dd o naiggy TYy amo od H,˖ 
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i fays St. Bofi, (0) a mariſeſ. falling from the 


Faith, and a great Inſtance of Pride, either ti et 
aſide any Thing of thoſe that are written, or to in- 
troduce any of the Things that are not written. 
As he had alſo ſaid a little before, (p) Nw L 
thought it ſuitable to the common Deſign both ours 
and yours, to fulfil the Commandment of your Love in 
Chriſt, in the Simplicity of a ſound Faith, by decla- 
ring what I have been taught from the divinely inſpi- 
red Scriptnres. And preſently after, (q) Utterly 
rejecting as ſtrange and foreign from our Holy Faith, 
all thoſe Doctrines, which beſides a foreign Manner of 
Expreſſon, inſtill moreover into the Mind a foreign 
Sen /e of Things, and which we do not find to have 
been preached by Holy Men. And again, (r) If I 


ſpeak of my ſelf, hear me not. If I rehearſe the Things 


that are written, yield to the Truth. And yet 
again, (/) Believe the Things that are written: Thoſe 
that are not written, ſeck not. And at another time 
more particularly and fully, (t) All Scripture is 


(0) Sarees I, ri, N egngaviag vam, & 
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(14) 


divinely inſpired and profitable, being written by the 


Spirit on purpoſe, that here, as in 'a common Hoſpital | 


for Souls, every one may collect a Medicine for his 


own Paſſions, &c. And yet once more, (u) having | 


asked, What is the Property of a Believer £ He an- 
ſwers, To give a full and firm Aſſent to the Power 


of thoſe Things that are ſpoken, without daring to de- 
tract from, or add to them. For if all that is not of 


Faith is Sin, as the Apoſtle ſpeaks ; and Faith is by 
Hearing, aud Hearing by the Word of God, all that 


is befides the divinely inſpired Scriptures, being not of 


Faith, is Sin. (w) Gathering together from all Places 
the Teſtimonies of the Holy Scripture, ſays Epiphanius. 
And having ſpoken of our Saviour's being the 
Miniſter of Circumciſion for the Truth of God, that 
be might fulfil the Promijes : He ſubjoins, (x) But 
that the Holy Spirit does miniſter together with him, 
ve have learnt out of the Divine Writings. (y) The 
Courſe of Reading at preſent, ſays St. Ambroſe, Teaches 
that we muſt neither detract any Thing from the Di- 
vine Commandments, nor add to them. And again 
he puts theſe Queſtions, (z) Who will ſay any 
Thing, where the Scriptures ſay nothing? (a) How 


1 


(u) To è 7uauTy TAnenpoeis , (AS TH que. 
tender, N undsv TALLY «3:%]giv, & 6nd ta]awn Sar. 
Es jag Mn, © Uk GH Fictws, dH i ig, ws now 6 Aa- 
TAG, i d mics US anos 1 de don Sd ß eo Jeg 
W 70 clog Feeavevſs i, Uh Ct isses dy, Hi 
ig iy. Id. in Moral. Reg. 80. c. 22. : 

„(D Nlarlayodw oweyils i Fas yeagns Tas laß u- 
gias. Anacorat. c. 64. 3 b 


D e voy Yeagor- C. 68. 
) Docer igitur nos præſentis ſeries lectionis, neque de- 


trahere aliquid divinis debere mandatis, neque addere. B. 


Ambroſ. de Paradiſo. c. 12. 
() Sanctis ſcripruris non loquentibus, quis loquetur? Id. 
de Vocat. Gent. |. 2. c. . 
(4) Quæ in Scripturis ſanctis non reperimus, ea quemad- 
modum uſurpare pojlumus ? Id. ge Oſſic. I. 1. c. 23. 
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fhall we make uſe of thoſe Things, which we find not 
in the Holy Scriptures ? And treating of our Bleſſed 
Saviour, he delivers himſelf in this manner; (b) 
J read that he is the firſt, I read that be is not the 
ſecond. Let them who ſay he is the ſecond, ſbem where 
they read it. The next I ſhall name is Vincent ius 
Lirinenſis, who lays down theſe two Rules, in or- 
der to the Diſtinction of the Catholick Faith, from 
the Falſehood of Heretical Pravity, that it is to be 
made (c) firſt, by the Authority of the Divine Lam; 
and then by the Tradition of the Catholick Church. By 
the former, as the chief and proper Rule of our 
Faith, and by the other as a corroborating Evi- 
dence in divers Caſes, thewing the true Senſe of it. 
(d) Ve have no ſuch Power, ſays Gregory Nyſſen, I 
mean of ſaying whatever we pleaſe, ſince we have uſed 
the Rule and Law of all Dofrine, the Holy Scripture. 
Whilſt we look this way, we neceſſarily receive that 
only which is conſonant to the Intention of thoſe Wri- 
tings. And a while after, (e) Ve take it for gran- 
ted, that That is fitter to beget Faith than all artificial 
Concluſions, which is proved from the Holy Doctrines 


—— — 


(5) Lego quia primus eſt, lego quia non eſt ſecundus. 
Illi qui ſecundum aiunt, doceant lectione. Id. de Inſtit. Virg. 
c. 11. | | 

(c) Primo ſcilicet divinz legis authoritate; tum deinde 
Eccleſiæ catholicæ Tradirione. Commonit. c. I. 1 

(d) Buds J us d ute TavTIS ETD, & NA, 
en dg HUD, N, rνοhꝗãꝗ eos Y voun wergn- 
5:01 TH &yiz , dvayhains mg Tab T GD ,,; au- 
Jo N ανι waver, em Teg av i uuparey T6 Th WYSA per 
vor G . Greg. Nyſſen. de Anima & KReſurrettione, p. 
200. 2 
(e) Hur d ,d may TEXVIEAVY cu fe ανͤl r EE 
m regoY e wwnoyato, To Jig 5s gay © Yαε⁰¹r diduſ- 
uud TW avapwiucyo. Znleiv oizuar dE 631 Tots see. 
1 Fe6Tvevoos did aTrankia t ,n; y Ss v 76 
ev ,p, ene, u U Ny T610 (OY THF ANTHay NV. 
Sw, & cf Ems YR , wagſugias: P. 207. F 
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of Scripture, I am ſatisfied that as to the Things 
that have been ſaid, our Buſineſs is to enquire, whe- 


ther the divinely inſpired Do@rine concurrs with them ? | 
And this, ſays he, let whoſoever will contradict, does 
not Truth confift only in that, which has the Seal of | 
the Teſtimony of Scripture * Beſides the Paſſage al- 
ready mentioned from St. Ferome, there are o- 
thers alſo of the ſame Father, which ought not | 

to be paſſed over in ſilence. In his Expoſition | 

of St. Matthew, he profeſſes (F) that what has 
not Authority from Scripture, is as eaſily deſpiſed as 
proved. And writing againſt the Montaniſis (g) 

Let them know, ſays he, that we do not ſo much 
reject all Prophecy; which was confirmed by our Lord's 


Paſion, as that we receive not thoſe who agree not 


[an their Prophecies] with the Authority of the \ 


Id and new Scriptme. At another time, (5) Give 


me an Example, ſays he, from Scripture. And a ö 
little after, (i) No One's Saying bas ſuch an Authority | 


as our Lord's Command. And at another time, (&) 
But thoſe Things , which They readily find and fancy, 
without any Authority or Teſtimony of the Scriptures, 
and as it were by means [or under the falſe No- 


tion] of Apoſtolical Tradition, theſe the Sword of God 


A 
_— 


ht ee 


CF) Hoe quia de ſcripturis non habet authoritatem, eadem 


facilitate contemnitur, qui probatur. B. Hieron. in S. Matt. 


c. xxiii. | | 

(2) Scianr, à nobis non tam Prophetiam repelli, quæ Do- 
mini eſt ſignata paſſione, quàm eos non recipi, qui cum 
Scripturæ veteris & novæ authoritate non congruant. Epiſt. 
54. ad Marcellam. | 5 | 

(h) Da mihi exemplum de ſcripturis. In Pſalm 98. 

(i) Non habet tantam authoritatem ſermo dicentis, quan- 
tam Domini præceptum. 1614. 

(Y Sed & alia, quæ abſque authoritate & teſtimoniis ſcri- 
prurarum, quaſi Traditione A poſtolicà ſponte reperiunt atq; 
confingunt, percutit glad ius Dei. I. in Agge. c. 1. 
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I 

ſinites. And once more; (1) It is good to ſubmit 
to our Betters, to obey them that are Perfeck; ard 
next AFTER THE RULES OF THE SCRIPTURES, to learn 


the Courſe of our Life from others. St. Auguſtin 


having reckoned up the ſeveral Books of the Old 


and New Teſtament, ſubjoins, (m) In all theſe 
Books they that fear God and are meekly pious ſeek 
the Will of God; adding moreover that (n) Among/t 
the Things that are openly laid down in Scripture, all 
thoſe are to be found that contain the Faith, or Man- 
ners of living. And he tells us, (o) The City of 
God believes the boly Scriptures both Old and New, 
which we call Canonical, whence Faith it ſelf is con- 
ceived, whereby the juſt Man liveth. 80 likewiſe 
Writing againſt the Donatiſt Petilian, he ſays, (p) 
If any one, I will not ſay, if we, who are in no wiſe 
to be compared to him, who ſaid, Though we ; but as 
he added in the following Words ; Though an Angel 
from heaven ſhould preach to you, either concerning 
Chr iſt, or bis Church, or any other Thing belonging to our 
Faith or Life, beſides wbat ye have received in the 
legal and evangelical Scriptures, let him be Anathema. 


- 
— 8 2 * 3 > _— | — 


(0) Bonum eſt igitur obedire majoribus, parere per fectis; 
& poſt regulas Scripturarum, vitæ ſux tramitem ab aliis dif- 
cere. Id. ad Demetriad. de Virgin. ſervanda. | 

(n) In his omnibus libris timentes Deum, & pietate man- 
om quærunt voluntatem Dei. B. Aug. de Doctr. Chriſtiana: 

2. C. 9. | 
(n) In his enim quæ apertè in Scripturi poſita ſunr, inve- 
niuntur illa omnia quz continent fidem moreſque vivendi. 


(e) Credit etiam Scripturis ſanctis & veteribus & novis, quas 
Canonicas appellamus, unde fides ipſa concepta eſt, ex qua 
juſtus vivit. De Civ. Dei. 1. 19. c. 18. 

(p) Sive de Chriſto, five de ejus Ecclefia, five de quacun- 
que alia re, quæ pertinet ad fidem vitamque noſtram, non 
dicam nos, nequaquam comparandi ei qui dixit, Licet ſi nos, 
ſed omnino qui ſecutus adjecit, ſi Angelus de cœlo vobis an- 
nunciaverit, præterquàm quod in Scripturis legalibus & evan- 
gelieis accepiſtis, anathema fic. Cont. Liſ. Peril. l. 3 3 6 

| dl] 


(181) 


And at another time, (q) Neither are Catholick 
Bilhops to be concurred with, if they happen at any 
time to be ſo far deceived, as to think any thing a- 


gainſt the Canonical Scriptures of God. And again 


he teaches, that the Letters of Biſhops may be 
corrected by other Biſhops upon good Confidera- 
tion, and by rhe Authority of Councils, and rhe 
Decrees of Provincial or National Councils by 
ſuch as are general; and even General Councils 
may upon new Emergencies have their Canons 
altered or revoked by thoſe that come after 
them. But in the mean time, (r) The holy Cano- 
nical Scripture of the Old and New Teſtament, is of 


that Authority, that there is 10 Room left for 


doubting or diſputing, whether whatſoever is found 
written in it be not true and right. And again 
upon another Occaſion he exhorts to a diligent 


Study of holy Scripture, as the only proper Way 


to be fully inſtructed in the Myſteries of our 
Religion. (/) Read therefore my Brethren the Holy 
Scripture, read it that ye be not blind, and the 
Leaders of the blind, Read the holy Scriptnre, in 
which you will fully find what is to be ſtuck to, and 
what to be avoided, Read it becauſe it is found to be 


() Quia nec catholicis Epiſcopis conſentiendum eft, ſicu- 
bi torte falluntur, ut contra canonicas Dei Scripturas aliquid 
ſentiant. Id. de Unit. Eccleſ. c. Io. 

() Quis autem neſciat fantam Scripturam Canonicam, 
ram veteris quam novi Teſtamenti, certis ſuis terminis con- 
tiberi, eamque omnibus poſterioribus Epiſcoporum litteris 
ita pra poni, ut de 1lla omnino dubirari & diſceptari non 
poſſit utruni verum, vel utrum rectum fir, quicquid in cI 
ſcriptum eſſe conſtiterit. De Bapt. c. Donat. I. 2. c. 3. 

(/) Legire ergo fratres mei Scripturam facram, legite eam 
ne cœci ſitis, & duces cœcorum. Legite ſacram Scripruram 
in qui quid tenendum, & quid fugiendum fir plenè invenie- 
tis. Legire eam quia omni melle duicior, omni pane ſua- 
vior, 5 vino hilarior inyenirur, c. Ad jratres in eremo. 
Scr n. 38. 
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ſweeter than all Honey, more pleaſing to the Palate 
| than all Bread, more chearing than all Wine, With 


a great deal more to the ſame effect. In a word, 
(t) Tbis is it which whoſoever finds be will find Life, 
aud receive Salvation from the Lord. St. Chryſoftom 
Prays and Beſeeches the Corinthians that nat mind- 
ing (u) what pleaſes this or that Alan, they inquire of 
all Things from the Scriptures. And upon thoſe 
Words of our bleſſed Saviour, Verzly, verily, I ſay into 
you, whoſoever entreth not by the Noor into the Sheep- 
fold, but climbetb up another Way, the ſame is a 
Thief and a Robber, he diſcourſes thus, (w) Bebold 
the Signs of a Thief : Firſt be enters not in bold- 
ly; and in the next place, not according to the Scri- 
ptures. For this is, Not by the Door, — He called the 
Scriptures the Door, for they bring us to God, and 
_ the Knowledge of God. Theſe make us Sheep : 
heſe protect us, and ſuffer not the Wolves to enter in. 
Whereto agree the Words of St. Cyril of Alexan- 
dria, putting this Queſtion, (x) hat the Divine 
Scripture bas not ſaid, how ſhall we receive, and reckon 
it among the Things that are true? And thoſe other 
of Theodoret Biſhop of Cyr, with which I ſhall 
conclude ; (y) Our Buſmeſs is not to ſeek after the 


— 


(t) Hæc eſt, quam qui invenerit inveniet vitam, & hauriet 
ſalutem a Domino. Tbid. 
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Things that have been kept in Silence, but to flick 
to thoſe that are written, I forbear to proceed 
farther in this Argument. For it would be an 
endleſs Task to thew at large the ſingular Har- 
mony, and Conſent of both ancient and latter 
Writers in this great and known Truth. 

Here the Reader may ſee, we are invited to 
ſtudy the holy Scriptures, to keep to what is 


written, to ſtick to, obey, and be determined by 


the Scriptures; have them recommended to us, as 


the propereſt Teſt whereby to judge what is Or- 


thodox and Right, and thoſe condemned who 


held them not ſufficient, without the Help of 


Tradition ; are put in Mind of the heavy Woe 
denounced againſt ſuch as either add to, or de- 


tract from them ; are taught that they are a 


ſufficient Guide in our Way to eternal Happineſs, 
and the Miſtreſs and only ſure Teacher of Var- 
tue and true Faith ; that they are the Wells of 
Salvation, and in them the Doctrine of Godlineſs 
is declared; that even Catholick Biſhops are not 
to be followed, if their Sentiments be not accor- 
ding to Scripture. That it is great Pride, and 
no leſs than a Falling from the Faith, not to 
content our ſelves with what is written; are 
cautioned againſt ſeeking after Things not writ- 
ten, againſt ſaying any Thing where the Scriptures 
fay nothing, againſt ſetting up Traditions againſt 
Scripture ; and have Life and Salvation promi- 


fed to thoſe that prefer and faitkfully adhere to 


what they find in Scripture. So that it is fully 
apparent, we have both Scripture and Trad1- 
tion, an abundantly larger and more unqueſtion- 
able Tradition, than can any way be pretended 
tor the Mixture and other Uſages, ſo hotly con- 
tended for, for the Uſe of Scripture as the Rule 
left us by gur Bleſſed Saviour, for our Guidance 
in all Caſes and particularly in all the neceſſary 
and eflential Branches of his Worthip, And 
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And beſides this Cloud of Witneſſes in the an- 
cient Church, we have the ſame great Truth aſ- 
ferted by many ſtill, and in particular by a very 
ingenious and learned Writer of our own, in a 
Diſcourſe very lately publiſhed ; who againſt 
the Intruſion of Lay-Perſons, in taking upon 
them to adminiſter the Sacraments in caſe of 
Neceſlity, argues thus, (z) here does the Scri- 


pture teach us that God will accept of ſuch Mini- 
Hrations in Caſes of Neceſſity ? Is there any Promiſe 


of God for it? If there is not, we have no Ground to 
believe it. For Faith is, and muſt be founded upon 


ſome Promiſe. For when Chriſt ſays, He that be- 


lieveth, and is baptized, ſhall be ſaved, be plain- 
ly means, he that ſhall believe what He and his Apo- 


les bad, and ſhould preach as the Revealed Will of 
God; not what any one ſhould believe upon the Di- 


Gates of his own Phantaſy, or upon meer human Rea- 


ſon, without any Authority from the Word of God, 


whereon to ground his Belief. For WHEN we BuitD 
ouk HoPes upoN WHAT HAS No FOUNDATION IN 
THE WorD or Gop, this is not Farrn, but PRE- 
SUMPTION, And the Scripture teaches, that there is 
10 Faith, but what is derived from the Word of God. 
And the ſame Scriptures teach us that whatſoever is 
not of Faith is Sin. And even our learned Au- 
thor himſelf when treating of the holy Kiſs, &c. 


| pleads, (a) that Theſe Cuſtoms though mentioned in 


Scripture, are not mentioned as Commands and bind- 
ing Rules for Practice; and throws them aſide upon 
this Account. Then which, what can be a plainer 
Acknowledgment that in his Opinion, nothing 


| leſs than a Scripture Command and binding Rule for 


Practice, can make any Thing a neceſſary Chri- 
ſtian Duty ? Thus have we the Authority of the 
Scriptures taught from time to time, as the only 


() Dr. Brett's Divine Right of Epiſcopacy, p. 61. 
(a) Defence, p. 20. 


Rule 
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Rule preſcribed by our Bleſſed Lord, for the right {MW Cor. 
Government of our Converfation ; and which em un 
alone can be infallibly depended upon, for our Mraditio 
Guidance in order to Salvation. 


Which makes me juſtly wonder, that now at 


1 Cor. 


length we ſhould be directed to have leſs Regard . 

to our Bleſſed Saviour's Words, interpreted in their {Wophers 
moſt natural and genuine Senſe, than to the Tra- N 2 
ditions of ſuch as have lived fince, or even of the MU of 
Fewiſh Talmud ; or that any Practice ſhould be tioned, 
propoſed and urged, as of abfolute Neceſſity in Here ſa 
order to Salvation, that has neither Precept to Heart t 
enjoin it, nor Example to enforce it, in all the Hu, 2c 
Word of God, ſeeing we have ſuch a plentiful Origin: 
Cloud of Witneſſes for the Authority of Scripture; been ir 
and ſo beſides its divine Original, have incom- recerved 
parably more and plainer Tradition for our De- 9/0 deli 
pendance upon it, than can poſlibly be brought :“ ſam 
for any human Tradition whatſoever. Neverthe- 80 1 Ge 
leſs againſt this two Pleas are offered. taught 
1. (Y) That Tradition ſtands recommended by Scri- that Ch 

pture it ſelf, and they are not oppofite and deſtructive I Ptures. 
of each other. | | : that Aj 
2. (c) That we our ſelves are forced to fly to it in 99% of 
ſome other Caſes. Each of which 1 am therefore I te 1. 
to conſider in this Place, before I proceed to my neſtly cc 
next Propoſition. The former 1s, to, or ta 
1. That Tradition ſtands recommended by Scripture Can be 
it ſelf; and that theſe two Conveyauces are not oppo- the De 
fite and deſtructive to each other, but only different ſtians, 
Mays of publiſhing the Will of God. And 1 
Firſt, It is pleaded, that Tradition fands recom-I here (. 
mended by Scripture it ſelf. And for the Proof!!! 

of this three Paſſages in Scripture are appealed to. 
The firſt is St. Paul's Command to the Corinthians,  () 11 
; 8 | | | ruſale m, 
” Hier. 
| | | "Ours ( 
(5) Defence, p. 18. le) Pas. 15. Ke, (e) D 


ight 
hich 


our! 


Wat 


gard 


their! 


Tra- 


f the 


d be 
y in 
pt to 
the 
tiful 
cure, 
com- 
De- 
Dught 
the- 


Scri- 


uct ive 


it in 
refore 
my 


ipture 
24 85 
ferent 


recom- 
Proof 
ed to. 
hians, 


— — 


x Cor. 


Cor. xi. 2. To keep the Ordinances as he delivered 
hem unto them. In the Greek it is Sb, the 
Traditions. But then it is to be remembred, that 
he Word S ögee, denotes Doctrines, and may 


pe applied to {ach as are either written or unwrit- 


en. It ſignifies the ſame, that the Greek Philo- 


ſophers termed S,, and St. Fant Hex, or 


mov dh As, Rom. vi. 17. As is plain from the 
Uſe of the Verb @>2dJitour in the Text now men- 
tioned, and other Places of the New Teſtament. 
Here ſays the Apoltle, Je bave obeyed from the 
Heart that Form of Doctrine, which was delivered 
you, according to our Tranſlation. But in the 
Original it is «s ö Tg: abus, in which ye have 
been inſtructed, or taught. So 1 Cor. xi. 23. 1 
received of the Lord, © e, vr, that which I 
alſo delivered, or taught you, that the Lord Jeſus 
the ſame Night in which be was betrayed took Bread. 
So 1 Cor. xv. 3. I delivered unto you, that is, I 
taught you, ff of all that which J alſs received, 
that Chriſt died for our Sins, according to the Scri- 
ptures. In like manner, St. Jude 3. Beloved, ſays 
that Apoſtle, when I gave all Diligence to write unto 
you of the common Faith, it was needful for me to 


write unto you, and exhort you, that ye ſhould ear- 


neftly contend for the Faith which was once delivered 
to, or taught, the Saints (d). So that nothing more 
can be meant by Traditions in theſe Places, but 
the Do&rines the Apoſtle had taught the Chri- 
ſtians, whether by Writing, or Word of Mouth. 
And if no more be intended by the Ordinances 
here (e) referred to, I know no Occaſion there 


* 
1 — 


3 


(d) In this Senſe, the Word is uſed alſo by Cyril of Fe-: 
ruſalem, Gregory Nyſſen, and Cyril of Alexandria. Vid. Cyrit. 
Hierof, Catech. V. Edit. Oxon. p.75. And by Fuſtin Martyr, 
"Ours Biivii ws © yes Tatidiorey. Apol. 2. p. $8, | 

(e) Defence, p. 18. | 
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3 (24) 
is for any Diſpute about them. But yet it 


will never follow from hence, that the Scri- 
pture is not the Rule that we are ſtedfaſtly 


to adhere to, whenſoever any unſcriptural Tra. 


dition comes in competition with it. As for 
inſtance, when our Saviour makes not the leaf 
Mention, of any thing more in his Euchariſtick 
Cup than the Fruit of the Vine, and yet humane 
Tradition is appealed to, for making a Mixture 
of Water, of which our Saviour ſays not a Tittle, 


as though it were as neceſlarily incumbent upon 


all Chriſtians, as the Wine it ſelf, of which he 
makes expreſs Mention: Here is a manifeſt Oppo. 
ſition between Scripture and Tradition, unleſs it 
can be allowed, that Water and no Water, or a 


Mixture and no Mixture, are one and the ſame 
Thing. And St. Faul does by no means teach that 


Scripture is here to ſubmit to Tradition, how ex- 
tenſive ſoever. 
The next Text produced in behalf of Tradition, 
iS 2. Theſſ. ii. 15. Therefore Brethren ſtand faſi 
and bold the Traditions you have been taught, whe- 
ther by Word, or by our Epiſtle. 


thoſe Doctrines of Chriſtianity which he had 
taught them, either by Word of Mouth when 
preſent with them, or by his Letters when at a 


Diſtance from them. But of what Service can fl 


this be now to any Traditions, or any Sort of 
Doctrine that does not appear to have been taught 
by the Apoſtles either of theſe ways? 


The only remaining Text is 2 Tim. 1. 12. Hold 
faſt the Form of ſound Words, which thou haſt Þ 
heard of me in Faith and Love, which is in Chriſt Þ 
Feſus. Here Timothy is required to hold faſt the || 
ſound Doctrine he had been taught by the Apo-Þ 
ſtle, with a firm Faich, and a truly Chriſtian Af-Þ 

1 | tection, 


Which was the 
Apoſtle's Exhortation to the Theſſalonians, to ſtick} 
_ faithfully to, and carefully retain and praQtiſ: | 
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( 25 ) 
fection, and brotherly Kindneſs towards all that 
ſtood in need of it. But 1 never expected to 
have had theſe Words preſſed in Favour of ſuch 
Practices, of which we find no Footſteps in the 
Apoſtolick Age, nor one Word is to be met with 
concerning them, in the Writings of this, or any 
other of the Apoſtles. How a Form of Sound Words 
taught by St Paul, can denote ſuch Practices as 
have nothing to be pleaded for them, but the 
Authority of ſuch as lived after the Apoſtles 
Death, is a Diſcovery I am not yet acquainted 
with. And how (F) plain ſo ever it may be in 
our learned Author's Opinion, every one elſe muſt 
needs ſee here is no Proof, that if we be governed 
by Scripture, we muſt be governed by Tradition too, 
at leaſt by any Sort of Tradition that never ap- 
peared till after the Apoſtolick Age, and cannot 
well be reconciled to Scripture. 

But we are told farther, (g) that theſe two Con- 
veyances are not oppoſite, and deſtructive of each other, 
but only different Ways of publiſhing the Will of God, 


and only two Streams flowing from the ſame Foumtain. 


But now if they happen in ſome Inſtances to teach 
contrary DoQtrines, as in the Caſe of the Mixture; 
if our Saviour teach one Thing, and Tradition 
is cited for another of a different Nature, what 
can hinder their being in this Caſe oppoſite and de- 


Aructive of each other? What if the 5cripture ſay 
nothing of Prayer for the Dead, can an alter 
Tradition, make that a neceſſary Duty for all 


Chriſtians ? And if it can, is not here ſome Op- 
poſition between them, and ſuch as is deitructive 
of the Directions given us to ſtick to Scripture, 


as of it ſelf ſufficient (b) to lead us to Salvation? 


What if our Saviour only enjoyn us to offer up 


—— 
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Y Defence, p. 19. (s) Pag. 18. (5) > Tin. ili. 16, 17. 
„ . our 


(26) 


our enchariſtical Sacrifice, according to his own nd (1) w 
Inſtitution, and yet Tradition is produced to hardly t 


prove this not ſufficient, but it muſt be done in ren, wil 


a certain unſcriptural Form, or elſe it is no Sa- {Waptiſm 
crament ? Is not here an Oppoſition again, and pf it, n 
ſuch as, if not deſtructive of the Inſtitution, is MCommill 


hildrer 
St. Paul 
ſtians, ( 
umciſio 
ot beir 
Ppable of 
umciſic 


yet no way neceſſary to make it compleat for the 
great End whereto it was deſigned? Theſe In- 
ſtances ſnew, that Scripture and Tradition are 
not always agreed upon, for convey ing the ſame 
Truth, but may in divers Caſes be oppoſite and 
deſtructive of each other. And whenſoever this hap- 
pens, [ do not meet with any Thing here offered, 
which can paſs for a Proof, that the latter Way of for Pzd: 
Conveyance is molt authentick, and rather to be Ito be a 
relied upon than Scripture. And fo I proceed to [Wi Cor. v1 
the other Plea alledged in behalf of Tradition. Ithat (o) 
1 | Senſes uc 

2. We our ſelves are forced to fly to it in ſome Y Tert 
other Caſes ; and amongſt others in theſe follow- Ihe does 
ing. | tors do 
I. The Caſe of Infant Baptiſm. For (i) which Nvour of 
way can we prove the Neceſity, or indeed the Law- Ndily ow 
fulneſs of it, without the Help of Fewiſh and Chri- His a go. 
ſtian Tradition In Anſwer hereto, it is obſervable, NNNeceſſi 
that this Practice has no Oppoſition to any part than 11 
of Scripture, as the Neceſſity of the Mixture now here is 
under debate has; and fo no Ground appears for Myu/tifie : 
queſtioning the Lawfulneſs of it. Beſides, that {M«o1/ent: 
- Scripture aſſures us, that Children, were not only Nviour 
allowed, but ſtrictly (&) required to be entered and fo 
into Covenant with God under the old Law, and I be inc 
are certainly as capable of being admitted into Iſo, is 1 
Covenant with him now as they were then, Coven. 


———— 


(i) Defence, p. 15. | 
() Gen, xvii. 12. Levyit. xii. 3. St, Luk, ii. 21. 
and 


(0 A 
| (n) Colo 


Co) - 


nd (1) whole Houſes were baptized, in which it is 
ardly to be ſuppoſed there ſhould be no Chil- 


e in Hflren, which is abundantly enough to ſhew their 
Sa- aptiſm lawful. And then as to the Neceſſity 
and pf it, not only our Bleſſed Saviour (m) gave 
n, is ommiſſion for Baptizing all Nations, of which 
the Children are undoubtedly a Part, but the Apoſtle 


St. Paul having taught us, that amongft Chri- 


ſtians, (n) Baptiſm ſucceeded in the Room of Cir- 

ame Nrumciſion, it is a natural Inference, that Children 

and not being excepted, and being withal now as ca- 

hap- {Wpable of Baptiſm, as they had been before of Cir- 

red, Mcumciſion, here is therefore a good Foundation 

ay of {Wor Pædo-Baptiſm in Scripture. Eſpecially if here- 
» be Mito be added what St. Paul ſays to this purpoſe, 


d to HI Cor. vii. 14. But to this Text our Author objects, 


tion. Mthat (o) the Meaning of it is expounded to different 
Senſes not only by our modern Antipzdo-baptiſts, but 
by Tertullian, and ſome other ancient Writers. But 
he does not ſay, that the moſt and beſt Expoſi- 
tors do not ordinarily interpret the Words in fa- 
bich N vour of Infant-Baptiſm. Though withal it is rea- 
Lay- Idily owned, that the Practice of the Church ſince 
-bri- Nis a good corroborating Evidence, and makes the 


ble, N NNeceſſity of it more apparent and unqueſtionable, 


part than it might otherwiſe have been. However, 
now here is ſomething more to warrant the Pradice, and 
for tif the Neceſſity, than barely primitive Uſage, and 
that N conſent ent Tradition. The Summ is, that our Sa- 
only viour commanded all Nations to be baptized ; 
ered and fo the only Enquiry here is, whether Children 
and be included in this Expreſſion. That they are 
into Wo, is rightly collected from their being taken into 
hen, Covenant with God, before our Saviour's Incar- 
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(I) As xvi. 15 & 33. 1 Cr. i. 16. (m) St. Matt. xxvili. 19. 
_ (u) Coloſſ. ü. 11, 12. (o) Defence, p. 6. : 
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(28 ) 


nation, and other Paſſages in Scripture. So that 


all that Tradition has to do in this Cafe, is only 
to come in as a collateral ſubſidiary Evidence ; 


— by no means to inſtitute a new unſcriptural 
ut y. | | 

4 The Caſe (p) of the Lord's Day. For wpon 
what Grounds is the keeping Sunday inſtead of Satur- 
day defenſible © The Scripture. ſays our learned 
Author, has nothing determining: The Apoſtles have 
leſt us no Command for Tranſlating the Feſtival, from 
the Seventh to the Firſt Day. And yet I cannot 
but think we have conſiderable Authority for 


this from Scripture, thongh not ſo clear and 


ſtrong without the Aſiſtance of Tradition, as 
with it. Our Saviour (q) rebuked the Phariſees 
for their over zealous Obſervation of their Sabbath, 
telling them moreover that (r) the Son of man is 
Lord alſo of the Sabbath; and ſo could dispenſe 
with that, or wholly aboliſh and lay it aſide, as 
he pleaſed. And that the Firſt day of the Week 
ſhould be preferred before it is fairly intimated 
in our Saviour's chooſing to rife from the dead 


on that Day. Which being an Occaſion of infi- 


mitely greater Joy and Coinfort to his Diſciples 
than any before him could have from the Bleſſing 
of the Seventh day, whether upon Account of the 


Creation of the World, or the Deliverance of the 


Tjraelites out of Egypt, was a very reaſonable Foun- 
dation for the Obſervation of that Day amongſt 
Chriſtians. And a yet farther ineſtimable Bleſſing 
on that Day, on the Feaſt of Pentecoſt, I mean 
(/) the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt upon the Apo- 
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(p) Defence, p. 16. 
(7) St. Mark ii. 25. 
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(29) W 
files aſſembled at Jeruſalem might ſtill be a farther 


Inducement to the peculiar Obſervation of this 
Day, which had brought ſo great Good to Man- 


kind. And indeed what Day could poſſibly be 
thought fitter for the Chriſtian Worthip, than 


that wherein the whole Myſtery of our Redemp- 
tion was compleated, wherein our Saviour who 
had died for our Sins, roſe (t) again alſo from the 
Dead for our Fuſtification * And wherein alſo the 
Holy Spirit was ſo wondertally conferred upon 
the Apoſtles, to qualify them for the great Work 


Jof Preaching the Goſpel, and converting the 


World, whereto they were appointed? Though 
J confeſs, it was the former of theſe Bleſſings 


that diſſolved the Fewiſh Oeconomy, and intro- 


duced the Obſervation of the firſt Day of the 
Week. For ſo we read, (u) That on the fir/i Day 
of the Week the Diſciples were aſſembled, but pri- 
vately, for fear of the Jews, and with their Doors 

at, when our Lord came unexpectedly, and ſtood 
in the midſt of them, wiſhing them Peace, and ſhew- 
ing them bis Hands and his Side. (w) And after 


eigbt Days again, that is on the next firſt Day, bis 


Diſciples were within, and Thomas with them, when 
our Saviour gave him all the Satisfaction he had 
deſired, concerning the Truth of his Reſurrection. 


The next Day of their Aſſembly we meet with in 


Scripture was the great Day of Pentecoſt, but 
juſt now mentioned, and it were eaſy to ſhew, 
that this was not on the ſeventh but the firſt Day. 
After this we find, That (x) upon the firſt Day of 
the Week, the Diſciples came together, at Troas, to 
break Bread, that is, to worſhip God, and more 
eſpecially to celebrate the Holy Euchariſt. And 


FOR EN . / 
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(t) Rom. iv. 25. (u) St. Joh. XX. 19. (w) Vet. 26. 
(z) Ace xx. 7. 15 0 5 Os 
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( 30 ) 


again, the Apoſtle St. Paul writing to the Corin- 


thians, (y) dire&s them to make Collections for 
the Relief of ſuch as were in want of their Aſ⸗ 
ſiſtance, and that this ſhould be done on the firſt 
Day of the Week, as being the known Time of 
their ſolemn religious Aſſemblies. Nor was this 
any Uſage peculiar to the Corinthians, but what 


was practiſed in other diſtant Places likewiſe, as 


is plain from the Orders he had ſent to the Diſci- 
ples at Galatia. For fo fays the Apoſtle, Con- 
cerning the Collections for the Saints, as I have given 
Order to the Churches of Galatia, even ſo do ye. Upon 
the firſt Day of the Week, let every one of you lay by 
bim in flore, &c. Whereto, if we add St. John's De- 
claration (z), That he was in the Spirit on the Lord's 
Day, the Day peculiarly appointed for the Service 
and Worſhip of our Bleſſed Lord, I cannot but 
think that we have here conſiderable Authority 
for the Obſervation of the firſt rather than the 
ſeventh Day. It is true, the Apoſtles, as our learned 
Author notes (a), were daily m the Temple, and 
went into the Synagogues, and Preached on the Sabbath, 
taking all Opportunities they could to meet with, 
and inſtruct and convert the Fews. But this will 
by no means ſhew, that when they aſſembled with 
the Chriſtians, this was not principally on the 
Lord's Day. So that here we do not depend ſole- 
ly upon unſcriptural Tradition, for the Change 
of the Day, but are led to it even by the Scri- 
tures themſelves. Let bur ſuch Evidence as this 
e brought for any of the Points now contended 
for, and we will never oppoſe the Uſe of them. 
2. The Caſe of the Holy Scriptures themſelves. 
Tis from Tradition, ſays our learned Author (0b), 


(5) 1 Cor. Xvi. 1, 2. 


(z) Rev. i. 19. (a) Defence, p. 15. 
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ament are Divine Revelation. — We believe the 
Books of the new Teſtament are inſpired Writings, ho- 


Wcauſe thoſe who were contemporary with the Apoſtles, 


thoſe who lived with ſuch Contemporaries, and all 
ucceeding Ages, have received them as ſuch. Either 


We muſt reſt the Motives of Credibility upon buman 
W1:/imony, or lie open to the Deluſion of a private 


Spirit. And thus we ſhall either wander through En- 
buſiaſin, or want a new Inſpiration to prove the old 
one. Which Aſſertions, together with others to 
the like Purpoſe, look as if no Proof of the Di- 
vinity of Scripture were to be hoped for any other 
way, than meerly by human Tradition, And 


again he poſitively affirms, (c) There is nothing 


in Scripture, to prove Scripture. In direct Contra- 


diction to one of his own Fathers, Clemens Alex- 
andrinus profeſſing that (d) the Scriptures are a 
demonſtrative Proof of themſelves. And yet who- 


ſoever ſets himſelf ſeriouſly to ſtudy thoſe Sacred 
Writings, will foon diſcover they oftentimes bear 
Witneſs to themſelves ; and at other Times one 
Part or Book of Scripture bears Witneſs to ano- 
ther. Moſt of the Books of the old Teſtament 
tell who were their Authors, and what Commiſſion 
they had for the Meſſages and Doctrines they 


delivered: And the new Teſtament alſo bears 


Witneſs for them, that they were written by no 
leſs than (e) a Divine Inſpiration, and for the 
general Good of the Church. And again, we are 
taught that (F) no Scripture is idas mus, (g) 
of Mens own Aſotion, or ſetting out: For the Pro- 
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we are aſſured that the Books of the old and new Te- 
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phecy came not of old Time by the Will of Man: by 
holy men of God ſpake, as they were moved by the 
Holy Ghoſt. Add hereto the Miracles, wherewith 
they declare themſelves atteſted ; the Aſſiſtance of 


the Holy Ghoſt for opening our Underſtanding, that 
we may underſtand them, as (5) our Saviour did 


thoſe of the Apoſtles, when aſſembled at Feruſa 
em; together with the Uſe of natural Reaſon tor 
inquiring into, and judging of the Credibility of 
the Evidence offered in their Favour; the Com- 
pletion of the Predictions of thoſe from whom 
they came, and more eſpecially as to the Diſper- 


ſion of the Jews, and the wonderful Progreſs off 


Chriſtianity, the Effects of both which we now 
ſee in our own Days; the admirable Harmony 
and Concord there is in theſe holy Writings, 
tho writ at very diſtant Times, and by Perſons 
of very different Educations, Employments and 
Interefts, in the World ; the Excellency of the 
Doctrines contained in them, as worthy of the God 


of Heaven to reveal them, and their ſingular Uſe- 
fulneſs for proclaming the Honour and Glory off 
God, declaring his Power, ſhewing forth his 


Goodneſs and exalting his Praiſe; and then in re. 


lation to ourſelves, for informing our Minds, 


correcting our Wills, amending our Lives, eſta- 
bliſhing our Faith; and in a Word, for both pre- 


paring us for, and entituling us to a better State, 


againſt we {hall be taken hence. And whoſoever 
puts all theſe Teſtimonies for the Divine Inſpira- 
tion of Scripture together, cannot but fee that it 


is not only (i) Church Authority, which bring | 


Evidence for this Revelation, and enables us to di- 
Ringuiſh between the inſpired Writings, and human 
Compoſitions, but that we have many other very 
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material Witneſſes, beſides Tradition: And that 
there.,is no Occaſion: for us, either to reſt the Aſo- 
tives of Credibility upon human Teſtimony, or to lie 


open to the Deluſion of a private Spirit, as is here 
ſuggeſted. And yet this is not all; for if we were 


to appeal barely to Tradition, the Tradition in 
behalf of the Divine Inſpiration of Scripture, is 


not only avowed as I have ſhewn, and might 


have done it much more fully, by the Chriſtians 
themſelves,” profeſſing pleading and contending 
for it; but even their moſt inveterate Enemies, 
ſuch as Celſiis, and Julian, bare ſome Sort of Te- 
ſtimony to it, whilſt they ſought for Arguments 
from eue whereby to undermine the Apo- 


logiſts for Chriſtianity: As alſo ſeveral Matters 


of Fact contained in Scripture were acknowledged 
by them for true. The Authors, as Biſhop Ward 
notes, (u) were owned by Julian; the Miracles con- 
feſſed; by Celſus the checking of the Operation of the 
Devil, hy Porphyrius; the Darkneſs and Earthquake 
a: the Death of Chrift, by Thallus and Phlegon 


Trallianus; the Crucifixion of Chrift, (by Pilate 


under Tiberius) by Tacitus. Not to mention 
the Teſtimony born to Noah's Flood by the Poets ; 
and more particularly by (o) Ovid, (p) Virgil, 


q) Horace, and (r) Juvenal; as likewiſe by (s) 


ucian, and (t) Plutarch ; and the DeſtruQtion of 
Sodom and Gomorrah by (u) Strabo, (x) Tacitus 
and (y) Solinus. So that the Tradition for Scri- 
pture is ſo abundantly both fuller and more exten- 


live than can be pretended in behalf of the Uſages 


now under debate, that there is no pretence for à 
compariſon between them. Wherefore to con- 


S 


(v) Sermon againſt Antiſcriptutiſts. (o) Metamorph. I. 1. 
(p) Georg. l. 1. (4) Carm. 1. i. Od. 2. (r) Sat. 1. 
%) De Dea Syr. ( De: 


E __ thids 


() De Solert. animal. (u) Lib. 16. 
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phecy came not of old Time by the Vill of Man: by 


| materia 
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there is 
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they declare themſelves atteſted ; the Aſſiſtance offMopern to 

the Holy Ghoſt for opening our Underſtanding, tha luggeſte 
we may underſtand them, as (5) our Saviour dito appe 
thoſe of the Apoſtles, when aſſembled at Feru/a-M behalf o 
lem; together with the Uſe of natural Reaſon for not on! 
inquiring into, and judging of the Credibility oi have do 
the Evidence offered in their Favour; the Com- 3 
or it; 
they came, and more eſpecially as to the Diſper - ſuch as 
ſion of the Fews, and the wonderful Progreſs off timony 
Chriſtianity, the Effects of both which we nowM{irom 8 
ſee in our own Days; the admirable Harmony logiſts 
and Concord there is in theſe holy Writings, Nof Fact 
tho' writ at very diſtant Times, and by Perſons by ther 
of very different Educations, Employments and notes, 

Intereſts, in the World; the Excellency of the Lfefſed, l 
Doctrines contained in them, as worthy of the God Devil, 

of Heaven to reveal them, and their ſingular Uſe-· *: the 
fulneſs for proclaming the Honour and Glory of Trallia 
God, declaring his Power, ſhewing forth his under 
Goodneſs and exalting his Praiſe; and then in re the Te 
lation to ourſelves, tor informing our Minds, and m 
correcting our Wills, amending our Lives, eſta- (a) He 
bliſhing our Faith; and in a Word, for both pre- ¶ £1997, 
paring us for, and entituling us to a better State, Sodom 

againſt we {hall be taken hence. And whoſoever Hand () 
puts all theſe Teſtimonies for the Divine Inſpira- | Pfure 1 
tion of Scripture together, cannot but ſee that it 
is not only (i) Church Authority, which brings 
Evidence for this Revelation, and enables us to di- 
ſtinguiſß between the mſpired Writings, and buman 
Compoſitions, but that we have many other very 


eee 


_ — a. 2 a — << * 


(h) St. Luke xkiv. 45s (i) Defence, 7.17. i 
5 5 | mat er ia 


(33 


material Witneſſes, beſides Tradition: And that 
th there is no Occaſion tor us, either to reſt the Hlo- 
ewith|Mtives of Credibility upon human Teſtimony, or to lie 
nce oi open to the Deluſion of a private Spirit, as is here 
„ tha ſuggeſted. And yet this is not all; for if we were 
r dilfWto appeal barely to Tradition, the Tradition in 
eri. behalt of the Divine Inſpiration of Scripture, is 
n for not only avowed as I have ſhewn, and might 


b: by 


ty off have done it much more fully, by the Chriſtians 
Com-. themſelves, profeſſing pleading and contending 
vom for it; but even their moſt inveterate Enemies, 


iſper - ſuch as Celſus, and Julian, bare ſome Sort of Te- 
Is off kun to it, whilſt they ſought for Arguments 
now irom Scripture, whereby to undermine the Apo- 


nonylogiſts for Chriſtianity: As alſo ſeveral Matters 


tings, Nof Fact contained in Scripture were acknowledged 
rſons by them for true. The Authors, as Biſhop Ward 
and] notes, (u) were owned by Julian; the Miracles con- 
f the Feed, by Celſus; the checking of the Operation of the 
God Devil, by Porphyrius; the Darkneſs and Earthquake 
Uſe-M a: the Death of Chrift, by Thallus and Phlegon 
ry ol Trallianus; the Crucifixion of Cbriſt, (by Pilate 
1 his under Tiberius) by Tacitus. Not to mention 
n re. the Teſtimony born to Noah's Flood by the Poets ; 
inds, and more particularly by (o) Ovid, (p) Virgil, 
efta- MM (9) Horace, and (r) 3 as likewiſe by (5) 
pre- Lucian, and (t) Plutarch; and the Deſtruction of 
rate, {Ml Sodom and Gomorrah by (u) Strabo, (x) Tacitus 


\ever Hand (y) Solinus. So that the Tradition for Scri- | 


pira- I pture is ſo abundantly both fuller and more exten- 
at it I five than can be pretended in behalf of the Uſages 
rings now under debate, that there is no pretence for à 
2 di. compariſon between them. Wherefore to con- 
101190 | 

very 


A —— 


| (.) Sermon aga'nſt Antiſcripturiſts. (o) Metamorph. I. f. 
— 90 Georg. I. 1. (4) Carm. I. i. Od. 2. (r) Sat. 1. 

| 5) De Dea Syr, (7) De Solerr. animal. (a) Lib. 16. 
() Hiſtor. J. 5, () Poly hiſtor. c. 48. 
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that for the Mixture, Prayer for the Dead, &c but 


but we are indebted to Tradition for our Know- 


ction, where he will find it moſt judiciouſly and learnedly diſcuſ- 


— — — 2 
— —_——  —— 


E 


clude this Point; ſince not only the Tradition in | 
behalf of the Scripture, is incomparably beyond 


ty from 
Scriptur 
the Boo 
we have beſides, divers other weighty Conſidera- Nor Jig. 
tions, and which deſerve to be well attended to and ſo i 
as of great Uſe, for evincing the Divine Inſpira- M2 be g 


tion of theſe Sacred Writings ; I am not yet able NLA 
to diſcover whence it is, that (x) could we ſucceed Inſtanc 


againſt the Force of our learned Author's Tradition, of a ro] 
the Iſſue of the Victory would prove any way mnhappy, te the 1 
much leſs that it would be very mhappy; or that Net it a 
it would in the leaſt degree ſhake the main Pillars, Recour! 
and ſap the Foundations of Religion, as he is pleaſed Mecenvey! 
to expreſs himſelf. For by what has been ſaid, by it, 
it is very plain, that theſe Inſtances are in no Grant, 
wiſe parallel (a). On the contrary, to take in Tradi- them 1 
tion as an Aſliſtant only, and to depend upon the Nate tra 
written Word, as our ſure Foundation, is the by Tr: 
only way to have our Superſtructure firm and du- leſs nec 
rable, like a Houſe built upon a Rock. Here we WY Su 
may ſecurely ſtand our Ground, without Fear or ſhould 
Danger; whilſt thoſe who take Tradition for their Ne 2 
Rule, and leave the Scriptures to follow its imper- Condit 
fe& Light, are liable to be always in Motion, Nerpoſe 
and never know where to ſtop, or what will at when \ 
laſt become of them. Yet after all, I deny not, ſtian C 

that w 
the Prc 
quired 
careful 
in no 
be att 
with « 
Scribes 
be ſeri 
I plead | 
or Pra 


| kimſe! 


ledge of the Holy Scriptures ; but in ſuch a Senſe 
as will never prove that Tradition is to be prefer- 
red to Scripture, or that we are to learn our Du- 


—_———— 


„ 


(x) Defence, p 17. (a) I the Reader deſire to inform 
himſelf more fully as te this Argument, about the Divine Au- 
thority of Scripture, he may pleaſe to conſult Archbiſhy Laud's 
Conference with Fiſher the Jeſuir, Sed, 16th, I did never love 
too curious a Search, c. and ſo on to the End of that long Se- 


ſed ; and I doubt not, to his full Satisfaction, 


ty 


on in 


yond 

but 
dera- 
ed to 
pira- 
Able 


cceed 


tion, 


appy, 
that 
lars, 
ea ſed 
ſaid, 
1 no 
radi- 
1 the 
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their 
per- 
tion, 
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Iconveying Tradition, but to the Charter conveyed 
by it, to ſee the Nature and Importance of the 


1 


ly from any other Code of Laws, than that of 


Scripture. Tradition 1ndeed conveys down to us 
the Books of Scripture, as it does thoſe ot Homer 
or Virgil, Demoſthenes or Tully, or other Authors; 
and fo 1t ſerves as a Deliverer of thoſe Laws we are 
to be governed by, and not as being itſelf our 
Law ; as may appear by a familiar and obvious 


Inſtance. The City of London is ſettled by virtue 


of a royal Charter; which Charter is deſcended 
to the preſent Rulers of the City by Tradition. 
Yer if any Diſpute ariſe concerning its Priviledges, 
Recourſe for compoſing this is not to be had to the 


Grant, and what Rights or Liberties it inveſts 
them in. In like manner the Deeds of an Eſtate 
are tranſmitted from one Generation to another 
by Tradition ; yet this makes it not at all the 
leſs neceſſary to apply to thoſe Deeds in Caſe of 
any Suit, or Sale. And he that in ſuch a Caſe 
ſhould lay aſide his Writings, and tell his Law- 


yer, or Purchaſer, that he has Tradition for the 


Conditions of holding his Eſtate, will egregiouſly 
expoſe himſelf by it. Thus in Matters of Religion, 
when we have had the Inſtrument of our Chri- 
ſtian Charter delivered down to us, it is from 
that we muſt ſeek our Information concerning 
the Promiſe contained in it, and the Duties re- 
quired by it, and muſt reckon our ſelves obliged 
carefully to obſerve its Rules and Directions, and 
in no Caſe to ſet up any Tradition, as rather to 
be attended to. I ſhall conclude this Argument 
with our Saviour's ſevere Reprehenſion to the 


| Scribes and Phariſees ; but which deſerves alſo to 


be ſeriouſly attended to by all, who like them, 


| plead Tradition for making ſich their Doctrines 


or Practices neceſſary to Salvation, as our Lord 
himſelf in Scripturehas not made fo, S. Mar. vii. 7- 
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In vain do they worſhip ne, teaching for Dofrines the - 


Commandments of Alen. 

Thus having briefly ſhewn, the Advantage 
Scripture has above Tradition, whenſoever any 
Competition happens between them; and having 
thereby ſubverted the Foundations of the Alte- 
rations fo zealouſly contended for, I might have 
ſtopd here, as concluding they muſt neceſſarily 
{all of Courſe, and every one may ſee they muſt. 
But however to make the Matter yet more plain, 
I proceed to enquire concerning the Four contro- 
verted Articles, and to ſhew that, 

II. The Tradition for them is not fo full and un- 
queſtionable as it is repreſented to be. And if upon 
Examination they ſhall be found DefeCtive here 
alſo, if not only bare Tradition be an incompetent 


Medium, for proving any Uſage eſſentially neceſ- 
| ſary in order to Salvation, though ever ſo fully 


and clearly recommended by it, but the Traditions 
for theſe Uſages come ſhort of the Evidence they 
are declared to have in them; a Man muſt be mi- 
{erably regardleſs of his own Salvation, before he 
will venture it upon ſuch unequal Terms as theſe. 
Yet that this and no better is really the Caſe be- 
fore us, I am now to prove. 
And here I begin with, | | 
I. The Mixture of Water with the Wine in the 
facramental Cup. Of which I have theſe Two 
Things to ſay. © 2 : 
1. The Tradition for it is not fo Extenſive as 


is pretended. 
2, Where it does extend, it 1s not fo full and 


latisfactory as it is given out to be. 


1. This Tradition is not ſo Extenſive as is pre- 
tended. It is faid to be (b) Early, General and 


Uninterrupted, © But what a Condition will it be in, 


_ Mt 


2 Vang 


(%) Defence, p. 19. 
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if it fail in each of theſe Particulars ? Yet that 


it does fo, is no difficult Matter to ſnew. 
And firſt, as to its Antiquity : I do not deny 
but it is Ancient, but only 1 look upon it as a 


Igreat Failure that it is not old enough, at leaſt it 


does not any way appear to be ſo. For there is 
no one Authority ſo much as pretended to be 
brought for it, during the Apoſtolical Age, whoſe 
Tradition would have been moſt Authentick, and 
have had much greater Deference paid to it, than 


Ito any, or even to all thoſe that ſollow after. 
This our learned Author does not in the leaſt diſ- 
pute. (c) He tells us moſt truly, that the Apolo- 


gies of Quadratus and Ariſtides are loſt, and there- 


fore Juſin AMartyr is the firſt Father, who gives an 


Account of the Chriſtian Worſhip. Theſe the Reader 
may obſerve were all Writers of the Second Cen- 
tury. And can there poſſibly be a franker Conceſ- 
ſion, that there is no Evidence for the Mixture 
from any Author of the firſt Age, than that the 
Firſt who mentions it lived not till after that Time. 


But (d) is not Juſtin Martyr early enough, ſays our 


Author? Nocertainly, not to ſpeak for the firſt Cen- 
tury, ſince he flouriſhed not till about the Middle 
of the next Age; as I ſhall obſerve in its proper 
Place. But perhaps it may be ſaid we have very few 
Writers of that Age, and their Works being ſhort, 
they might eaſily not mention it. Be it ſo as to the 
others, yet we have the Writings of the new Te- 
ſtament, which could not have been expected to 
paſs over this Uſage in Silence, had it been then 


E known to be a Part of our Saviour's Inſtitution. 
| And ſince neither theſe, nor any other, for thar 


Age does ſo much as once mention it, I muſt 
conclude, we have no Teſtimony for it in the firſt 


Age, and fo it is not old enough. 


Cn errraroms 


(e) Defence, p. 3. (%) Page 2. 
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2dly, Neither was this Uſage fo General, I mean 
ſo Univerſal, as it is pretended to be. How early] 
ſoever it were, I have obſerved, it had no Evi 
dence for it in the firſt Age, and ſo not from the 


Beginning. And now I add, that the Evidence 
cited for it in the following Ages, lived for ſome 
conſiderable Time, in no great Part of the World. 


For it is to be noted, that during the firſt Three 


Hundred Years, there being only Four Witneſſes 
produced for it; one in Paleſtine, one in 
another in Egypt, and another at Carthage, it will 
be hard to collect, as an undoubted Truth, from 
theſe, that it was conſtanly uſed in other Parts, 
at a great diſtance from them, of which they make 
no mention. This I ſay, ſuppoſing their Evi. 
dence to anſwer our Author's Expect ation in other 
| Reſpe&s. But if it does not anſwer, as I ſhall pre. 
ſently ſhew it does not, then here is ſtill leſs Proof 
of the General Uſe of this Mixture. And it there 
be no Proof of a General Uſe of the Mixture, we 
may be very ſure there is none for the Univerſal 
Belief of the Neceſſity of it. For we are not 


preſently to conclude, from our hearing nothing 


of it, either for, or againſt it, from other Places, 
that they had all our Author's Notion of it. This 
is by no means a Proof that they all concurred 


in the Reception of it, or eſpecially that they all 


held it neceſſary, but rather that they knew no- 
thing of it. I am ſure he muſt prove this to have 
been their Sentiment, by good and ſubſtantial 


Witneſs, before he can take it for granted, that | 


they unanimouſly concurred with him 1n that 
they ſay nothing of. And inaſmuch as ſuch Wit. 
neſs is not to be produc'd, it unqueſtionably fol 


lows that it can no way be ſhewn to have been! 

nos Dor 
[5 ceft fim 
= inſtruc! 
1 dum qu 


Univerfally held neceſſary: Nor is their Silence 
in the Caſe an Argument for their Reception oi 
th-{e Practices, any more than it is for I = 


France, | 
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( 39 ) 


bſtantiation, that it was the known Doctrine 


mean] 

early f the Church from the Beginning, becauſe there 
Evi. ere no Diſputes about it in the Primitive Times, 
m the efore it had ever been thought of. 


dence Again, 3dly, It a contrary Practice or Perſwa- 


ſome ion can be ſhewn to have prevailed in a conſi- 
Vorld. Merable Part of Chriftendom, then this Uſage can- 
Three ot be ſaid to have been Uninterrupted : And this 
neſls|Mikewiſe is too Evident to be denied. Tertullian 
Trance, HProfeſſes very plainly (e) that it was Vine that 
t will rr Saviour conſecrated for the Commemoration of his 
from Blood. And even St. Cyprian, who is ſaid by our 
Parts, learned Author to be (F) Decisrve in behalf of 


make 
Evi. 
other 


he Mixture, yet acknowledges all Biſhops of his 
Days (g) did not hold this Tradition; and grants 
oth himſelf and ſome of his Predeceſſors, not to 


I pre-{Whave uſed the fixture contended for. (h) If any, 
Proof {Mſays he, of our Predeceſſors, either ignorantly, or 
there M/mply, has not obſerved or kept, what our Lord taught 
e, we Mus by bis Example and Authority, Pardon may be 


verſal 


e not N we cannot hope for the like Forgiveneſs, who are now 
thing Madmoniſhed and taught by the Lord, to offer the Lord's 


laces, Ml Cup mixed with Wine, as our Lord himſelf offered. 
This Hence it appears, that this Tradition of the 
urred MI MixTuke could not be fixed univerſally in the 


ey all MDays of this great Father; becauſe his Predeceſ- 


no-: {ors could not have been ignorant of it it it had. 
have | 
ntial 


— 


that; (e) Vini-- quod in ſanguinis ſui memoriam conſecravit. 


that De Anima. c. 17. ( 72 Reaſons, P. 4. (g) Quanquam 
Wit. iciam, frater cariſſime, piſcopos plurimos ----- Evangelicæ 
| | VEricatis ac Dominicæ traditionis tenere rationem. Epiſt. 63. 
7 fol- Cecil. p. 156. (5) Siquis de anteceſſoribus noſtris, vel ig- 
been noranter vel ſimpliciter non hoc obſervavit & tenuit, quod 
lence nos Dominus facere exemplo vel magiſterio ſuo docuit; po- 
of teſt ſimplicitati ejus de indulgentia Domini venia conced: : 
0 nobis vero non poterit ignoſci, qui nunc à Deo admoniti & 


Tran: inſtructi ſumus, ut calicem Dominicum vino mixtum, fecun- 


ſub⸗ dum quod Dominus ohtulit, offeramus, p. 155. 
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And that he ſays, but Now we are admoniſhed and Hacramen 
inſtructed by God, is a plain Intimation that thi This 
Tradition was new to them, and that they had noi Mot prete 
been acquainted with it before. And accordingly new in! 


in the next Words, he adds, (i) Aud of this let une muſt 
write to our fellow Biſhops, that ſo the evangelical Lan ure, tha 
and our Lord's Tradition may be obſerved EVERY his Fath 


5 


WHERE. So that it ſeems this Trad irion was not Mrwo, an 
yet of univerſal Obſervation, ſince otherwiſe he Meceſſit) 
would not have needed to write that it might be ¶iour's 1 
ſo for the future. And once more, (k) Givi ies his 
Thanks, that whilſt be inſtructs us for the future, he Mheſe W. 


forgives us as to the Time paſt,” wat we have Amp), 71, e 


erred in, Whereas there could be no need, either] xpreſly 
of ſuch Inſtruction for the future, or of ſuch For- Mis Di/c 


giveneſs as to what was paſt, if the Obſervation ine, (i 
of the Mixture had been always uſed, and by all. ure Vi. 
From which ſeveral Paſlages of this Father, any. my Bl 
one may obſerve, the main Deciſive Witneſs for Nins, do 
the Mixture, is an undeniable Evidence againſt e. 

the Conſtancy and Univerſality of it. His Pre. And 


deceſſors had not all obſerved it, and it was not Whis Con 
till Now, that he and his Collegues were admon- Wn Acc 
ſhed and taught it, and that he would write to have NTonſiſt 


it obſerved every where. I grant now that he had ie tells 


eſpouſed it, he blames the Neglect of it and hopes onſecr 


earned 


AS „ 


(i) De hoc quoque ad Collegas noſtros literas dirigamus, (0 U 
ur ubique lex evangelica & Traditio Dominica ferverur. Ibid. 7 i Gas 

(% Agentes gratias quod dum inſtruit in futurum quid fi- . i 
cere debeamus, de preterito ignoſcit quod ſimpliciter erra- 
vimus. Ibid: | 


Sacra 


(41) 
d and ; F 


W:crament, and fo were juſtly to be blamed for 
it this; This does not at all affect iny Cauſe, who do 
d not Wot pretend to juſtify their Conduct, but only to 


1 3 4 11 

ingly new in Fact what their Practice was. And every 
let une muſt yield that pure Vater is no more a Mix- 
1 Layſ ure, than pure Wine is. At the ſame Time, with 
EVERY 


his Father lived Oi igen, though the elder of the 
8. not BT'wo, and he declares himſelf openly againſt any 
iſe he BNecellity of a Mixture. For ſpeaking of our Sa- 
Nt be Wiour's Inſtitution of the Sacrament, he flatly de- 
7101; ies his Uſe of a mix'd Cup. (I) He not only has 
e, be Wheſe Words, not to be anſwered by our Author, 
ph % ji inieooe, not that he mix d bis Nine: But more 
3 Expreſly a little after, (n) Feſus when he entertains 
or- 


For. Bis Diſciples, entertains them, gap, with unmix d 
ation ine, (in Joannes Exiguus s Edition Meraco, with 


y all, ure Vine ) for be ſaith unto them, Take Drink, this 
| ay BY: my Blood, that is ſhed for you for the Remiſion of 
for Sins, do this, as oft as ye drink it in remembrance of 
ainſ BY... 


af - And then as to the Greek Church, Balſamon in 
no £ 


is Comment upon the Council in Trullo gives ſuch 
non. Ann Account of their Euchariſtick Cup, as will not 
Eronfiſt with the Mixture recommended to us. For 


Ye tells us, 0% they pat warm Water into the 


iopes BFonſecrated Cup: For which I am perſwaded our 
they earned Author would be as ready to blame them 
be 2 Is the Latines, (who Balſamon owns were diſſatiſ- 
{ally ed with them for it) as not agreeable to the Me- 
rick, Ethod of Adminiſtring now (o) required and prelied, 
t hi us Eſſential to the Sacrament. Which ſhews the 


Misture inſiſted upon is not of ſuch uninterrupted 
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And that he ſays, but Now we are admoniſhed and 
inſtructed by God, is a plain Intimation that this 
Tradition was new to them, and that they had not 
been acquainted with it before. And accordingly 
in the next Words, he adds, (i) Aud of this let ut 
write to our fellow Biſhops, that ſo the evangelical Lay 
and our Lord's Tradition may be obſerved Every 
WAERE. So that it, ſeems this Tradirion was not 
yet of univerſal Obſervation, ſince otherwiſe he 
would not have needed to write that it might be 
fo for the future. And ance more, (4) Giving 


Thanks, that whilſt be inſtructs us for the future, be 


forgives us as to the Time paſt, what. we have ſimply 
erred in . Whereas there could be no need, either 
of ſuch Inſtruction for the furure, or of ſuch For- 
giveneſs as to what was paſt, if the Obſervation 
of the Mixture had been always uſed; and by all. 
From which ſeveral Paſſages of this Father, any 
one may obſerve, the main Deciſive Witneſs for 

the Mixture, is an undeniable Evidence againſt 
the Conſtancy and Univerſality of it. His Pre- 
deceſſors had not all obſerved it, and it was not 
till Now, that he and his Collegues were admoni- 
/hed and taught it, and that he would write tg have 
it obſerved every where. I grant now. that he had 
eſpouſed it, he blames the Neglect of it and hopes 
to have it pardoned, in conſideration that they 
did not know of it before. But nothing can be 2 


plainer Proof than this, that it had not univerſally 
obtained till then, and particularly not in 4frick; 


where this Father lived. If it be objected, that his 


Complaint was that they uſed Water only in the 
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(i) De hoc quoque ad Collegas noſtros literas dirigamus, 
ut ubique lex evangelica & Traditio Dominica ſervetur. Ibid: 
(#) Agentes gratias quod dum inſtruit in futurum quid fa- 
oy debeamus, de præterito ignoſcit quod ſimpliciter erra. 
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acrament, and ſo were juſtly to be blamed for 


d and 


it thi This does not at all affect iny Cauſe, who do 

d not pretend to juſtify their Conduct, but only to 

ingly hew in Fact what their Practice was. And every 
us 


ne muſt yield that pure Water is no more a Mix- 
ure, than pure Vine is. At the ſame Time, with 


[ Lay 


EVERY his Father lived O, igen, though the elder of the 
5 Not wo, and he declares himſelf openly againſt any 
ile he eceſſity of a Mixture. For ſpeaking of our Sa- 
ht be f iour's Inſtitution of the Sacrament, he flatly de- 
7701"; ies his Uſe of a mix'd Cup. (I) He not only has 
re, beWhcſe Words, not to be anſwered by our Author, 
fimph „ Vi belege, not that he mix d bis Vine: But more 
ther xpreſly a little after, (n) Feſus when be entertains 
For. Mis Diſciples, entertains them, «xgalp, with unmix d 
ation ine, (in Joannes Exiguus's Edition Meraco, with 
V all. BB ure Vine ) for be ſaith unto them, Take Drink, this 
am BY: my Blood, that is ſhed for you for the Remiſion of 
85 Fins, do this, as oft as ye drink it in remembrance of 
ö 5 | 

Pre. And then as to the Greek Church, Balſamon in 
3 is Comment upon the Council in Trullo gives ſuch 


an Account of their Euchariſtick Cup, as will not 


have onſiſt with the Mixture recommended to us. For 


had Me tells us, (u) they put warm Water into the 
10pes onſecrated Cup : For which I am perſwaded our 
they learned Author would be as ready to blame them 
be 2 s the Latines, (who Balſamon owns wete diſſatiſ- 
Tally. fed with them for it) as not agreeable to the Me- 
frick, Nod of Adminiſtring now (o) required and preſſed, 
: = Es Eſſential to the Sacrament. Which ſhews the 


Mixture inſiſted upon is nor of ſuch uninterrupted 


— 


— 
—_— 


— 


3 00 In Jeremi. hom. 12. (n) *O Ines jag evegaivay 
J "oo : is welds org] rupgaivev; M zd, AE α,E,˖6 Nis Je, 
err. n, e ls der 20 au, &c. Ibid. (0 O. Ac] vos 
clas 7 gig 70 4Hev Tojnewy Te 7 4 tov]og Uo foryy, Xs 


5 n Can. 32.4 (0) D-fence, P. 30. ; 
cry F Practice; 


2 4 

— — > ” 
_— ——— * * ” 
— — — 


9 - 46. — — * 
— ———ů ˙ a 
=_ — — — 8 


— 


Dm. * — 
mor Oe IT WR 
— —— ces 


— 


Sen * . =, RS 


— 


—— —— 


(42 
Practice, nor the Manner of uſing it ſo conſtant 
obſerved as ſome might fancy it to be. Agree 
bly whereto, St. Chryſaſtom alſo profeſſes againiff 
ſome who were for the Uſe of Water in the Sag 
crament, that our Saviour (p) when be delivered ti 
Ayſteries, delivered Wine, ſuch as the Vine prof 
duces : And I hope he may paſs for a good wif 
neſs. It is true, his Liturgy, and St. Baſil's ar 
both cited (q) for the Proof of the Mixture; buff 
how they will be of any ſervice to this Cauſe will 
not be eaſily ſhewn. St Baſil, as far as I remem| 
ber, for I have not Goar by me, has not a Word 
to the Parpoſe, but only (7) z4zoes, which ou 
Author takes to mean that our Saviour mgll he did! 
a Cup for the Euchariſt. But whether this be ne PEſſenti⸗ 
ceſſarily the Senſe of that Word, and might noi the Ve 
to all Intents and Purpoſes, as properly import 


to ſay, 

ſuppoſed 
Author! 
either xs 
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farther 

underta 
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LO. 6 uc drinkir 
that he only had prepared a Cup by pouring olf fat ius 
Wine into it, I defire the Reader to ſuſpend hig ſoftom's 


Judgment, till he ſhall have conſidered what fol the co 
lows, not many Pages hence, in relation to Jr. cold be 
neus's Commixtionem & Temperamentum calicis. And which 
yet this is the only Word I am ſenſible of in all and is 
that Liturgy, that can be applied to the preſent M viour's 

Occaſion. And here I beg leave by the way to be ſup 
obſerve Foun us Liturgy, that it is mani: to, ha 
teſtly againſt the Talmudick DiſtinCtion about th: chariſt 
Fruit of the Tree, it underſtood in our Author's | Ane 
Senſe ; inaſmuch as the Cup before it is pretended is neitl 
to be mixed is called here Hohe, % 73 de -f 4 Unint 


ahm, The Cup of the Fruit of the Vine, that ; 
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to fay, of Wine without Water, it not being yet 
ea ſuppoſed to be mix'd. Wherefore in ſhort, our 
Author I think is brought into this Dilemma, that 
eicher xe, does not ſignify a Mixture, contrary 
to the End he produced it for; or the Cup, before 


| prog this Mixture conſiſted of Wine only, and ſo the 

5 nuit of the Vine ſignifies pure Wine, contrary to 

s a his Diſtinction from the Talmud. And by conſe— 

*. Wquence this Liturgy, inftead of aſſiſting his Cauſe, 
f 


lies as a poſitive Objection againſt it. And yet 
men farther our learned Author, if he pleaſes, may 
undertake to prove from this Word, not only, 
h ou that our Saviour inſtituted a Mixture, but that 
Angle he did it in a Veſſel of Horn, and ſo made that 
de ne. Eſſential too. For it is certain the Etymology of 
t not the Verb ase v is taken from the Cuſtom of 
Port drinking out of that ſort of Cup. As both (s) Eu- 
ng olf fathivs and (t) Athenaus teſtify. And St Chry- 
8 /ofom's will not anſwer to this Mixture, but on 
"By the contrary makes uſe of Two different ones, a 
cold before, and a warm one after Conſecration, 
And which would not be thought proper at this Time, 
and is not in the leaſt pretended to be of our Sa- 
viour's Inſtitution. Which yet it may reaſonabl 

ly to be ſuppoſed they would have taken care to Rick 
mant to, had they really believed the Water in the Eu- 


the chariſt to be any neceſſary Part of it. 2 
11 , And now ſince this Tradition for the Mixture 
nde 


is neicher from the Beginning, nor Univerſal, nor 
:/& WM Uninterrupted, and fo fails as to each of the 
at 13 BY Branches of Vincentius Lirinenſis's (u) Rule, a great 
— Part of the Pleas for it are already ſunk, and its 
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A In Il. 3. p. 319. (t) On Je Tols Kegaotv ,], ac, 
5 &c. Deipnoſoph. J. 11. c. 7. (u) Quod ſemper, quod 
ubique, quod ad omnibus. 


to 2 Proof 


(44) 
Proof hereby very much weakened, if not totally what Sc 
demoliſhed. However, let us ſee what Evidence out W. 
there are for it, and whether they amount at bel Juſtin ! 
to more than the bare Uſe of it, in thoſe Places re, 7: 
where it was; or whether any of them urge it a 0bje2101 
of Neceſſity, to the Eſſence and Efficacy of the be fo, 


$33 


Sacrament. And here I hope I ſhall be able to anſwers 
prove that | Nevert! 
2. This Tradition, where it does extend, is not from 1» 
ſo full and ſatisfactory, as it is given out to be. It ns that 

The firſt Witneſs produced for it is Fuftin Mar. Preſiden 
tyr. And as to him the Anſwerer had ſaid, he Congreg 
mentioned it not till about (w) 150 Tears after on which 1 
Saviour's Incarnation ? And (x) is not this early e. thy Ge 
nough ? ſays our Author. To which I anſwer, no; have | 
not early enough to prove it was from the Begin; was th 


ning, not early enough to prove it was in our 8a. 
viour's Time; not early enough to prove it was in 
the Days of his Apoſtles. But farther, our Au- 


. was 4 
could r 


feſſion. 


thor (y) believes Ten Tears may fairly be cut off fron 
this Computation. And if he, or any one elſe, will 


xeame 1 
contra! 


pleaſe to give me a good Reaſon for it, I ſhall Aniftes 
readily ſubmit. But at preſent I cannot do it, does no 
becauſe Juſtin himſelf forbids it; plainly intima- I But w. 
ting that our Bleſſed (2) Saviour was born 150 hr ſpe: 
Years before his writing the Apology here referred [Ml bd 
to. But to proceed, it was farther objected, (a) that learne 
what Juſtin meant by his xg«ue is not eaſy to define. Water 
Becauſe, though this Word frequently denotes a «ſited 
Compaſit ion of Wine and Mater, it cannot ſignify ſo That t 
in this Place, where the Father ſpeaks of a Mixture munion 
before the Water was put to it. Nor does our To w 
learned Author undertake in the leaſt to ſhew, are no 
5 N I ſuch a 
ON : | | | the fa 
(w) M Reaſon, p. 3. (x) Defence, p. 2. 0) Pac. 3. 
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otalh what Sort of Mixture it was, that was made with- 


ence 
t beſt 
Places 
it a Objedtion. As much as to ſay, it muſt, and ſhall. 
: the be fo, though the Argument againſt it cannot be 
Jle to, 
I Nevertheleſs, This, he ſays, is clear beyond Diſpute, 
from Two other Teſlimomes of this Father, informing 
us that Bread, and Wine, and Vater, was brought to the 
8 Preſident, or Biſbop, and tbat the Deacons gave all the 
$ Congregation Part of the Bread, and Wine, and Mater, 


er ou 


wly e. 
„ Do; 


Ir Sa- 
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„ will 


{hal 
lo it, 
tima- 
| 150 
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) that; 


define. 
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our 
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out Water; but he tells us roundly, (b) That 
Juſtin Martyr meant Wine mixed with Water by 


xeaue, it beyond Diſpute, notwithſtanding our Author's 


anſwered. This is making ſhort Work of it. 


which was euchariſtix d. But I muſt beg this wor- 


thy Gentleman's Pardon, if I cannot think we 
have here any Anſwer to the Objection; which 
zegin-· 
was a vas beſides the Water; which therefore 
could not be Wine and Water by his own Con- 
feſſion. For he not only brings no Inſtance, that 


was that in the Place chiefly referred to, there 


xezue fignifies Wine without Water, but on the 
contrary, he exprefly affirms, (c) that «e4pe never 


8 ſpnifies Wine unmix d. And again, (a) Though Wine 
does not always import a Alixture, yet ue&ua does. 
But what then becomes of the Water Juſtin Mar- 
r ſpeaks of, beſides the %yxua? For it is cl icio 


d). N Hα, , a Cup of Water and Mixture. Our 


learned Author tells us, It was moſt probably the 


Mater the Deacon gave the Biſhop and Priefis, who 


aſiſted at the Altar to waſh their Hands, &c. and 
| That this was a Cuſtom before «fficiating at the Com- 
| munion-Service, we learn from Cyril of Jeruſalem, 
To which Doctrine I have two Exceptions that 
are not to be got over. The one, that the Uſe of 
ſuch a Cuſtom in Gril's Time will not prove, that 
| the ſame was known in Fuſtin's, who lived 200 


—_— — „ 
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(4) Page 56. 


(e) Page 4. 
| Years 


(5) Defence, p. 3. 


. 
Years before him. The other, that though the 


Biſhop and Priefts ſhould be ſuppoſed to waſh 1 


{paſtles 
their Hands before communicating, as 1s ſaid; each tl 


— 


we are very ſure, it was not in the Euchariſtic taken B 
Cup that they did it. And the Water ſpoken o eme mb 
by the Anſwerer was undoubtedly in that Cup 2078 
For Juſtin Martyr is very poſitive. So that how. ny B. 
foever, that Father ſpeaks of no other Mixtur not as 
but Water and Wine in Two other Places, ye himſelf 
according to our Author's own Doctrine he couid : Hint ol 
not do it here. And by Conſequence the An Our 
ſwerer's Objection ſands as firm and unſhaken ai in 
. ebeſe P 
And in the Two Places where he ſpeaks only oi Have t 
Bread, and Wine, and Water, he only tells us how, before 
they uſed ſuch a Mixture; but does not ſay our came a 
Lord, whether by himſelf or his Apoſtles, com- ollowi 
manded all his Diſciples in all Ages to uſe it. bee Fr 
Which yet would have been neceſſary to prove it Pre 
an Eſſential Part of our Religion. Fuftin I ſay s meal 
does not teach this; though our learned Authot] the Inf 
is pleaſed to affirm he does. (e) He acquaints th: much 
Emperor, ſays our Author, that the Deacons Pcript. 
gave all the Congregation Part of the Bread, upon t. 
Wine and Water which was Euchariſtized, or f hey w 
Bleſſed by Conſecration. This Fuffin ſpeaks of as 21 leave 
Practice in his Time, but does not ſay our 82: 
viour did the ſame at his Inſtitution : Which makes Ron 
what follows very ſurpriſing. Then he adds, ſays “ 
our Author, that the Apoſtles were commanded ) 
our Saviour to celebrate in the ſame manner; and 
refers to the ſame Place for the Proof of this A. 
ſertion. But he was ſo wiſe as not to produce 
Juſtin's Words; which if he had related, every ans 
one would immediately have ſeen, that they could , 
| | ER ics 
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1 the never anſwer his Deſign. Fuftin writes that (f) the 
wal les in thoſe Records of theirs called the Goſpels, 
ſaid teach that Feſus commanded them thus; That having 
{tic taten Bread, and given Thanks, be ſaid, Do this in 
ten of remembrance of me; This is my Body); and likewiſe 
Cup Having taken the Cup and given Thanks, be ſaid this 
how. is my Blood. Where is not one Word, that we do 


ixture Inot as readily aſſent to, as our learned Author 
„ yet 4 himſelf, here not being fo much as any the leaſt 
cou Hint of a Mixture to be made by them. | 
An- Our Author ſubjoins, that anleſs our Saviour re- 
cen aal inſtituted ſuch a Mixture, (g) we muſt ſuppoſe 
Itbeſe Primo- primitive Chriſtians, This I ſhould 
nly ol bave thought to mean thoſe of the firſt Age, 
is how] Abe fore which there was none others, not ſuch as 


y out 4 came after them, though in the Ages immediately 


com- following. But to let that paſs. Ve muſt ſuppoſe 
1ſe it. bee Primo- primitive Chriſtians guilty of going off from 
ove it bis Precedent ana Command. By which I preſume 


I fis meant tranſgreſſing his Inſtitution. And if fo, 


x 
* 

2 
5 


Luthor the Inference I would rather make from hence, as 
ts the much more reaſonable, ſince I find nothing in 
-2con;s Scripture to the contrary ; is, that they looked 
read, upon the Mixture as an indifferent Rite, to which 
d, or they were no more obliged, than to the Uſe of 
of as 2 unleavened Bread. It had been ſaid before, (b) 
ar Sz. (I bere there is no Law, there is no Tranſgreſion, 


makes | Rom. iv. 15. And by conſequence, to make 


„ ſays , Water neceſſary with the Wine, ſome Precept 
ded ) enjoining it thould have accompanied the In- 
and, | 3 | | 

us Al. 


roduce . (7) O, db ©y 7076 veel v auTaY . 
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© ſomething concerning it; as it is well known the 


thor anſwer to all this? To the former Part he 


(40) 


* ſtitution. Which ſeeing there is not, the mol 


that can be made of it is only, that it is to be 


> 
„ 
2 


Pa o 1 5 
* accounted as an uncommanded Uſage, which if. 1 oo 
cc „ 


It may be lawfully practiſed, may yet as law. 


1 


fully be let alone. And as our Saviour ſays no- 
thing of the Mixture, ſo it is no impertinentÞ 
Argument of Mr. Daillze in relation to his A- ded 
< poſtles. This is a ſufficient Satisfaction to me, that ended 


ce a Mixture of Water with the Wine is not neceſſary, (#608 
cc . | ol ved : 

to the right Performance of the Sacrament, that v the 8 
ce ſee neither Chriſt did appoint and command it, non |. leſia 
ce the Apoſtles deliver any thing like it, or give the 1 
* leaſt Intimation of it, in their Diſcourſes, either 7 i 
* about the Euchariſt, or not, For if they had either GIF 


* uſed any thing of this Nature, or approved of it, 5 pid 


it could hardly be that they ſhould not ſomewhere, i, * 
either deſignedly, or by the By, have interſperſed | % Time 


* Latins do now, and the Fathers did formerh, 4 2 
* philoſophixing upon many Occaſious, and largely, 38 
& concerning the mingling of Water with the Mine, e qu. 


/ anner. 
ore, i 
onical 


« and diſcovering wonderful Myſteries in it. That ch, $ 
ce theſe have ated after this manner, but the Apoſtlz: 15 1 P 1 
did not, I ſee no other Cauſe, but that the one were? be 00 
<« little concerned, whether the Celebration was in pur: 1 
** Wine or a Mixture, and therefore would not trouble Nelſe Pn 
the World about it, hut the others were Zealou Þ onmen! 


e for it, as for a Matter of great Moment. And Wirer 
whether the Apoſtles, or thoſe that came after, are Apoſto 


chiefly to be attended to, is no difficult Matter to L e ind 


determine. And now what does our learned Au- 1 ſtrong 
Jever of 


& 
Bi 
= 


fays nothing. And to Mr. Daill-z's Aſſertion that And ah 
the Apoſtles did not give the leaſt Intimation 


: . i; copal 
of the Mixture, he tells us (7) Juſtin Marty > 


F* 


day. 
: | -— Juin 
n 54 
(Defence, p. 59. 3 
aid 


"— oy 
id. This Father, ſays he, where he gives the Empe- 
or an account, that the Bread, and // ine, and Va- 
er, were Euchariſtized or Bleſſed, adds, that our Sa- 
Jai. 707 commanded bis Apoſtles to celebrate in the ſame 
rarer. Than which he could not well have ſaid 
Wnore, if he had looked upon his Apology as Ca- 


moſt 
to bel 
ich it 


tinent 
11s A- 
* ended ro be. So that according to this way of 
eſſmry rguing, our Faith in this Point is not to be re- 
bat 9; olved into the Doctrine of the Scriptures, but in- 
t, nor o the Sayings of Juſtin Martyr, and the following 
x th Eccleſiaſtical Writers. And thus we are to have 
either! ence forward a new Rule of Faith never taught by 
eit ber Pur Saviour or his Apoſtles, nor known to Tuſtin 
of it imſelf, and thoſe that are appealed to with him. 
here Lo promote this he adds, () Fuſiin Martyr, as 
ber 2 FPbotius ſpeaks, was little behind the Apoſtles, either 
n th: Fu Iime, or Value. Which ſhews ſufficiently that 
merh, hot ius owned, and indeed he could not but own, 
wgcly That he was behind them in both, and ſo not to 
Vine pe equalled to any of them in either. He pro- 
Th a eds, Againſt this celebrated Father Daillee s Teſtimo- 
poſtles 0 45 produced, an Antiepiſcopal Divine. But if he 
ere ad taken Time to write a little more deliberately, 
pe he might have ſeen that Daillées Teſtimony was 
nb not produced againſt Juſtin Martyr, or any one 
Ke es elſe. For it was not his Authority, but his Ar- 
And ! ument that was referred to, to prove that the 
Water in the Mixture could be looked upon,in the 
er to Apoſtolical Age, as no more than an uncommand- 
* ge indifferent Rite. And if the Argument were 
rt he ſtrong and concluſive, I am not concerned what- 
that ever Sort of Divine it was that made uſe of it. 
iron And now that we have mentioned this Atzepi/- 
0 cba! Divine, J hope I may make uſe of another 
Laying of his to our Purpoſe, without affronting 
— = 7 tin Alartyr; and ] deſire our learned Author to 


| (4) Did. 
bd G Aiſprovs 
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eg „ 
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onical Scripture, which it was never yet pre- 


LL” 
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(56) | 
diſprove it, if he can. (1) We know from Juſtin 
Martyr that Water was mixed with the Vine: But 
that any one was ever condemned by him, as guilty of 
a grievous Sin, for celebrating the Euchariſt in Bread 
and Wine only, we do not know. Whence it appears, Meritanc. 
our Author had no Reaſon for his undeſerved Re-: Mund the 
flection, Whether St. Juitin's or Daillee's Authority Mo expla 
is chiefly to be attended to, is no dificult Matter to of (q) 

determine, there being no Occaſion given for it, as j can be 
neither is it at all an Anſwer to the Argument |Wthought 
propoſel. The Reſult of what has been ſaid as to |Mmanne: 
this Fathers Teſtimony is, that as it is not yet |neceſla: 


ihewn what «ez, or Mixture, there was in the 2. lt 
Cup beſides Water; ſo neither are they that uſed it licis, © 
to be charged with Prevarication, if they uſed it FF derſtar 
only for Convenience, and as an indifferent Cir- that th 
cumſtance , and that it does not yet appear they Þ4 farily 1 
made more of it. | And th 


3 
9 


Next come (m) Irenens and Clemens Alexandrinus: ¶ both G 


And as to theſe the Anſwerer had objected, that cere, a 
though they ſpeak of a Mixture, neither of them of aff 
ſaid any thing of its Neceſſity. Whereto is am than t 


ſwered, (n) as to the former of them, that he ſaid Thus ( 
our Saviour called the mix'd Cup his Blood; that 

he charged the Ebionites with rejecting the Mixtur: 
of the heavenly Wine, and only made uſe of Water; 0) x 
and again, that our Lord promiſed his Diſciple ] tes ur 


- 3 5 * . . 5 n OVd g 
to drink the mix d Cup new with them in bis Ring. rum ch 
dom. To all which Paſſages I reply. = (4) < 


1. He ſpeaks after a very different manner upon 0) 
other Occaſions. He aftirms of our Saviour, that Þ ak 
(o) He confeſſed the Cup, which is of the Creature, 81 


Egig. 7 

(/) A Juſtino mixtam vino aqua m ſeimus: Damnatum ab Vincen 
eo gravis peccati quenquam ided fuifle, quod ex pane & micis 1 
mero Euchariſtiam facerer, neſcimus. De cult. Relig. La. in quo 
tincrum. l. 3. c. 7. qui ne- 


(m) No Reaſon, p. 5. (n) Defence, p. 5. (o) To d, bebo al 
K ſicrog vr. & UA NT · Adv. Hereſ. l. 5. c. 2. 
0 


I 
„ be bis Blood. Which ſurely would have been 
ſtin r che Creatures, in the plural Number, if he had 
Fant it of Water as well as Wine. And again, 
5) He promiſed to drink of the Fruit of the Vine, 
ith his Diſciples; hereby ſhewing hoth the earthly In- 
Feritance, in which the new Fruit of the Vine is drunk, 
id the Reſurrection of the Fleſh of bis Diſciples. And 
Fo explain himſelf the better a little after, he ſpeaks 
of (4) the Drink which is from the Vine; which 
can be nothing elſe but Wine. And can it be 
thought he would have delivered himſelf in this 
manner, if he had believed a Mixture of Water 
Ineceſſary with the Wine? 
2. It is not certain Irenens's Temperamentum ca- 
it licis, & Commixtio calicis, mean as our Author un- 
it derſtands them; that is to ſay, it is not certain 
ir. that they, or either of them, can be taken neceſ- 
ſarily to imply a Mixture of Water in the Cup. 
And the Reaſon is, becauſe in very good Authors, 
both Greek and Latine, Profane and Sacred, Miſ- 
4 cere, and Miyvuev, Or Keeavvyry, and other Words 
of affinity with them, frequently ſignify no more 
than to pour into a Cup, or to give to drink. 
Thus (r) Aiſcere is uſed by Juvenal, (s) Miſceri & 


en —— — 


— 


7xtur: » 
ater; p) Promiſir bibere de generatione vitis cum ſuis Diſcipu- 
lis, utrumque oſtendens, & hæreditatem terræ, in qua bibitur 


8 nova generatio vitis, & carnalem reſurrectionem Diſcipulo- 
73 rum ejus. J. 5. c. 33. 
() Qui ex vie accipitur potus. Thid. 

upon! @) Nefcir tot milibus emptus Pauperibus miſcere puer. 

that! Sat. v. v. 60. Which Words Lubin, expounds to mean, Non 
rs vult pauperibus clientibus in fundere. | 

'F (5) Niſceri ſibi protinus deunces, ſed crebros juber. J. 6, 

| Epig. 78. Id eſt, Imperat ſibi porrigi deunces, ſed frequentes. 
um ab Vincen. Coles. in loc. Hic Scyphus eſt, in quo miſceri jnſſit a- 
ane & micis Largius &acides. J. 8, Epigr. 6. Scilicet hic eſt Scyphus, 


. La. in quo Achilles imperavit plenius infundi amicis. Id. Quis mihi 
qui nectar miſceat alter erit? J. 9. Epig, 37. Id eſt, Quem ha- 
2%, bebo alterum, qui miniſtret nectar? Id. 5 
C. 2. GS G 2 Miſceat, 


06 


. 
Miſceat, by Martial; (t) Miſceat, by Tully, & Mien 


Kigargs, & Kegarles, by (u) Homer, But the lug 
ſtances I principally depend upon, are thoſe Tu 


doth Wir 
wer the 


of the Apoſtle St. John in rhe Revelation. CH 1. [re 
xiv. 10. He ſpeaks of the Vine of the Wrath ranſlate: 
God ponred forth without Mixture; ,es de of V* 
unmix'd Wine, which therefore cannot be ſaid Haris vol 
be mix d, but only to be poured forth. And ff nd wh: 
our Tranſlation renders it very rightly, The ſamaſy to | 
ſhall drink of the Wine of the Wrath of God, whichiMoiſputab 
' POYRED FORTH wITHOur Mixrure into the Cup ding of 
bis Indignation. And again, Chap. xviii. 6. E, Vater. 


am @ 40408, lege aun any. In the Cup, that it i 
not which ſhe bath mixed, but which ſhe bath 
FILLED, FILL unto ber double. From which Uſe of 


theſe Words, it is manifeſt, that ſome conſide-(þ 


rable Pains will be required to aſſure us, that tie 2. 1! 
pretended Mixture is implied in theſe Expreſſions not the 
of Jrenaus. Andif this cannot be effected, as it whereo 
certainly never can, then they are brought to no 3. 1 


Purpoſe; and Mill there is not a Word in this giouſly 
Father, from whence the Neceſſity of the Mixture N tienen: 
may fairly be inferred, but rather the contrary. ] For ſa 
3. But it may be what he teſtifies of the Ebio- what h 
wes, may be thought more convincing, (v) That Þ plainly 
they rejected the Mixture of the heavenly Wine, an God v 
only made uſe of Mater; becauſe if there had been alone; 


2 | | repreſe 
) Dico ergo in eadem voluptate eum qui alteri miſcear _ . 

mulſum, ipſe non ſitiens, & eum qui illud ficiens bibat? De Cu 

fan. bon. (& mal. |. 2. . of Va 


(au.) Oęmie mga, 9890 ovvayer, Agde d d vo- Migyov. II. 3. ſtance 
On which Words ſays Euſtathiu,; Ou Nell, dAN' a Wh mixtio: 
agel ot at amovdue Zogerizgy Ni Ats, Simas d. os. abſolu 
5 %, Il. Io. where he expounds Zopyy by d xe and ſo in 
Eſſect declares, that x+#gavgs could not ſigniſy Mix, but Pour out. Th. 
Kegciſes 1 ator ole. Odyſſ. 22. Tulsi, ſays he, : Cup v 
Barnorles g ER gg. And again, on I. 3. p. 319, he give Wine 
this Ety mology of the Verb ve, as I noted bèſore, that I Vine 
To Keegy d TaAUIARS S j, dia xt ęœ os %%% Which 'h 
does not any way look towards à Mixture, | 1 
 () Defence, p. 4. 3855 
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rer the Deſign. For, 


(53) 


Both Wine and Water, there muſt inevitably have 


been a Mixture. But neither will this at all An- 

1. Irenæuss Words are by no means rightly 
ranſlated. We are told indeed They only made 
ſe of Water, But in Ireneus it is, ſola aqua ſacu- 
laris volunt eſſe, They will be only ſecular Water. 


d nd what the Meaning of this Phraſe is, is not 
e ſan | 
Hiſputable in relation to ir. That the true rend- 
Tring of it cannot poſſibly be, They only made uſe of 


aſy to be known: But theſe Two Things are in- 


ater. And that it is no Sign of a good Cauſe, 
that it is to be ſupported by ſuch unintelligible 


Citations, as are not to the purpoſe; and prove 
nothing; nor can be made to ſeem to do it, if 
truly repreſented. | 
2. It is beyond Queſtion, that it was the Wine, 
not the Water, Irenaus argues for, and of the Want 
I whereof he complains, in theſe Ebionites. 


3. The latter Part of the Sentence is advanta- 


giouſly omitted; non recipientes Deum ad Commix- 
ixture tionem ſuam, not receiving God to their filled Cup. 
For ſo I preſume I may juſtly tranſlate it, after 
what has already been ſaid. Wherein Irenaus ſeems 
| plainly to ſuggeſt theſe Two Things. Firſt, That 
| God was repreſented and convey'd by the Wine 
alone; ſince their Cup could not thus convey or 
| repreſent him. And Secondly, That be calls their 
Cup, which our Author declares to have conſiſted 
of Water only, Commixtionem ſuam: a manifeſt In- 
| {tance that Irenaus did not mean ſo much by Com- 
mixtionem, as our Author infers from it, and as is 
abſolutely neceſſary for his Argument. 


The Summ is, that Ireneus ſays our Saviour's 


Cup was of the Creature, not of the Creatures, as 
Wine and Water are, and calls it the Fruit of the 
Vine, and the Drink which is from the Vine; that 
| when he calls the Cup a Mixture he does not ne- 
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( 54) 
ceſſatily appear to mean it in our Author's Sen 
and when he ſpeaks of the Ebionites he ſheyſ 
plainly he does not and cannot mean it ſo, an ry pl. 


that it is the Wine and not the Water he plea came 


for; and charges the Ebionites that for want of jWould | 
enaus 


God had nothing to do with their Cup. Whidſf 
ſeveral Particulars, if our Author will pleaſe ine £9: 
partially to conſider, I may leave it to himſelf iour © 


is In 


judge, whether this Father can be thought to ore as 
of his Side of the Cauſe ; and eſpecially whethe nd co 

be has ſaid any Thing to prove the Eſſentiality ff eceſlit 
the Mixture. | _ Mnfer fre 
The next Evidence is Clemens Alexandrinus; aft ſaid b 

of him it is obſervable, that as he ſays nothing fff lready 
the Mixture, ſo he has divers Teſtimonies again ſhew 
it. Our Author is pleaſed to teach, that both 5: profeſſe. 
us and Clement (x) give in plain Evidence for th Than wh: 
Uſage. As to the former, of whom have alread the 4 
ſhewn, that he has, if rightly interpreted, ſaid o the ! 
thing material for the Mixture, but on the con 1 ter, © 
tion: 


trary has owned the Wine to be our Saviour 
Blood: Which in my Opinion is good Evidencſf ake of 
againſt it. And the ſame I ſhall now ſhew of th 0 his 1 


other. Only in the mean Time, if I ſhall not Heer. 


ſaid to grant, by ſuppoſing it, I will ſuppoſe th Jas cited 


Words of both of them to be meant in our àuſ Siguific 
thor's Senſe, and ſee then what he can make af the No 
them. Suppoſe they ſpeak ſometimes of Wine alorÞ lign'd t 
and at others of a Mixture, rather than an Effu being wi 
ion; what elſe can be collected from hence. bu the G 
that how ſoever they expreſs themſelves, they cou Or elſe 
lay no great Weight upon it, whether the Win: being wi 
were mix d or pure? But our Author farther tabe way th 


lation to the Mixture, That neither of them ſpeali 
Word of its being Neceſſary. And I thought up 


it is ha 
ſible to 
it is fa 
membr. 


0 


7 


notice, (y) that the Anſwerer had replied in re 


.) Defence, p. 5: 00 Ibid. : 
5 . ta 


($5. } 


enſe 5 «1 might reaſonably have expected to ſee it 


thei 


d: ary plainly proved that they do it. But when 
vile 8 Thats to ee their Evidence, if I had, I 
nt of ould have found my felt ſadly diſappointed. 
Whidenaus indeed pleads a Neceſſity of Wine againſt. 
aſe ine Ebionites; but neither of them ſays, our Sa- 
nſelf iour enjoy ned his Diſciples, to uſe any thing 


t to ore as neceſſary to the Sacrament, than Wine. 

rhethel nd conſequently they have never declared the 

ity off eceſſity of a Mixture; which our Author would 
_ fer from ſome Words of theirs, but cannot find 


s : ant aid by them, or either of them. This I have 
ing ful lready thewn as to Hrenaus and now I proceed 
again 0 ſhew the ſame of Clement. Our Author indeed 
\th J profeſſes, (a) Nothing can be fuller to the Purpoſe, 


for th han what we find in Clemens Alexandrinus , © That 
__ 7: +: a 7 

area the Aby, or eternal Word of God, ordered 
aid no the Blood of the Grape to be mix'd with Wa- 
he con ter, as his own Blood has Happineſs or Salva- 
viour tion incorporated with it. „ Yet what he can 
„idenok make of this, that ſhould prove ſo wonderfully 
7 of thi 


g to his Purpoſe, would puzzle any one elſe to diſ- 


— . 
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not cover. For I cannot ſee how the original Words, 
oe ths cited in his own Margin, can have any other 4 
ir Au Siguification, than what the ingenious Author of F 


lake af the No Neceſſity to alter the Common-prayer has aſ- 
2 alone lig n'd them, (b) namely, either The Divine A597. 
1 Effu being willing to be mix d with the Water of the Blood 
e, bu of the Grape, as his Blood is mingled with Salvation: 
could Or elſe, The Blood of the Grape, to wit, the Worn 
Win being willing to be mix d with Mater, &c. And either 
r tale way the Expreſſion is fo Dark and Myſtical, that 

in e it is hard to explain the Senſe of it, but impoſ- 
ſpeal.iÞ6 ſible to ſhew it is at all to the Purpoſe, to which 
t upon it is ſaid to be ſo Full. Eſpecially, if it be re- 
I nmembred, that our Saviour's ſuppoſed Mixture 
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cannot be imagined to be recommended here, % ity a litt 
Pattern for the Celebration of the Euchariſt, bu had been 
only in order to a ſtrict Sobriety in all our Con eſſors of 
verſation ; this whole Chapter being levelled, nos Diaboli 
againſt ſuch as would have the Sacrament admiMheir Refu 
niſtred in pure Wine, but againſt Drunkenneſs andÞ&onclude 
Exceſs at other Times; and therefore far fron{:;oved tc 
an Evidence full to our preſent Purpoſe, had thier with 


Words been more intelligible than they muſt b. Hot reaſo 


. 


2 * 
r 
EA 3 


allowed to be. Beſides, it is worth noting, that Erpound 
towards the End of this ſame Chapter, being ear: rive a n 
neſt in proving our Saviour uſed to drink Wine, ; he was © 


he not only ſays. (c) Merzaafey os x, avies, H 
bimſelf partook of Wixe ;, but farther, (d) He ble: 

fed the Wine, ſaying, Take, drink, this is my Blood them on 
the Blood of the Grape. And a little after, (e) H:|therwiſe 
ſhewed again, that what was bleſſed was WINE, ſay- Ihe been 
ing to his Diſciples T will drink no more of the Fruit Nhe woul 
of this Vine, until IT drink it with you in my Fathers N cratites 
Kingdom. Which Words I may well ſay are much eing ; i 
fuller to the Purpoſe, for the Uſe of Wine only, than viour h 
thoſe produced by our Author for the Uſe of the nation 
Mixture. For the Father not only ſays, He par- Water 
took of the Wine, but that He bleſſed the Wine, and won th 
called it his Blood, the Blood of the Grape; that Fi Truth. 
what he bleſſed was Wine, not a Mixture, but Wine, J learned 
calling it expreſly the Fruit of the Vine. So that Þ tion to 
it is ſtrange this Father ſhould be brought in in ſame T 
behalf of the Mixture, of which he ſays nothing, J he eith 
and againſt Wine alone in the Euchariſt, for which Þ conceis 
he ſays ſo much. And yet to improve his Autho- Conſid 
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(e) Pad. 2. c. 2. p. 186. | | ſuch \ 
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(57 ) = 
ity a little farther; he preſently applies what he 
ad been ſaying to the Encratites, (f ) great Pro- 
eſſors of Abſtemiouſneſs, and who condemned Wine 
Diabolical, to ſhew how much they were out in 
heir Refuſal of it. And if from hence any ſhould 
onclude that our Lord by this Argument was 
roved to drink Wine, but not excluſive of Wa- 
er with it; it is eaſy to reply, not only that 'tis 
ot reaſonable to conceive the holy Father would 
xpound ſo ſolemn a Text as this is, in ſo defe- 
tive a manner; but that moreover, the Buſineſs 
e was at that very Time upon, being to preſs 
emperance in Drinking, it would have given his 
Argument the greater Force, if he could have told 
them our Lord would not bleſs his own Cup, o- 
Itherwiſe than as diluted with Water. And had 
5 Jay: he been of our learned Author's Opinion, no doubt 
rut Nhe would have done it. And even as to the En- 
ther's N cratites themſelves, it had not been leſs convin- 
much cing; in as much as the Uſe of Wine by our Sa- 
than viour himſelf, would have confuted their Abomi- 
f the vation of it, and by Informing them farther that 
Par. Water was mix'd with it, it had more probably 
and won thoſe Zealots for Water alone, to receive the 
that Truth. So that nothing ſeems to incline this 
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Vine, learned Father, to apply the Text of Conſecra- 


that tion to our Saviour's drinking Wine, and at the 
n in ſame Time to conceal the Mixture of it, but that 
ung, he either had no Notion of ſuch a Mixture, or ell: 
hich Þ conceived the Water to be a Circumſtance of no 
tho- I Conſideration in the conſecrated Cup. Though I 
— ] muſt own the former of theſe, that he knew of no 

| ſuch Mixture, to be moſt likely, becauſe ſuiting 
79 ws WW beſt with the Argument he was then upon. 80 
„that the Matter in ſhort, as to this Father, is this; 
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he not only does not teach the great Neceſſity of : Firſt, | 
a Mixture in the Holy Euchariſt, but it cannot H 1 behalf 
proved that he does any way recommend it, or ine ſpeak 


Truth ſo much as once mention it, though te ilius, (Þ 
ipeaks over and over of Wine alone as the proper =_— 
Matter of our Saviour's Cup. | ring t. 

Thus we have gone through the two firſt Ages 4 wb I. 
of the Church: And by what has been ſaid it may pbich 5 
be ſeen, that as there is nor any one Writer d, pith a . 
the former of them, that is ſo much as pretend.“ ** 


ed to have made the leaſt Mention of the Mixtur |" Wr 
ſo zealouſly inſiſted upon; ſo neither is there any deemed, 

in the next, that gives any manner of Proof tor the In 
it. And we have no other offered till the mid: / the 
dle of the Third Age, and none then, that ſhews M i) exb! 
any neceſſity of the Mixture, the Point that was % to 

to have been proved. | | 2/0 expre| 
The only ſuppoſed Advocate that we know of glows, ( 
for the Mixture in the Third Century 1s St. G- Ficriſcce 
prian; of whom we are told, (g) The Anſwerer con- be arv 
. feſſes this Father is very poſitive for the Uſe of th: © chiſedec] 


Vater, and averrs it our Saviour 's Inſtitution. And Vine — 
I deny not but St. Cyprian ſpeaks _ ha ; tbe Hol 
way, and eſpecially where he is treating of his | f erſon 
ſuppoſed emblematical Uſe and Signification of n 
the Cup, to denote the Union betwixt Chriſt and I ter the 
Believers. But then it is to be noted on the other Chriſt's 
hand, that at other times he delivers himſelf after Wine, 


a very different Manner, earneſtly contending for I filing , 
the Wine to be put in the Cup; and not ſo for | (b) P. 
the Water, which though he often allows w oſtendet 
be there, yet he undertakes not to prove it i OE 
neceſſarily ſo, the only Thing we differ about. Bad 
Beſides that ſometimes again he ſpeaks of Wine I 4ivina t 
only; which does not look as if his fixed Judg- em 
ment were, that the Water is ſo highly and ab- MW * (1p 


ſolutely neceſſary, as is pretended. —_ ſeilicet 
(e) Defence, p. 7. ; ns * 
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( 59 ) 


Firſt, I ſay, his Arguments for the Mixture are 
In behalf of the Wine not of the Water. Thus 
e ſpeaks in the firſt Page of his Epiſtle to Cæ- 
Filius, (5) Admonitos autem nos ſcias &c. Anow 
Pe are admoniſbed, to ob ſer ve our Lord's Tradition in 
fering the Cup, and that nothing elſe be done by us, 
Fut what our Lord himſelf did firſt : That the Cup 
ybich is offered in Commemoration of him, be offered 
; For when Chriſt Jays, I 
n the true Vine, the Blood of Chriſt is vor WATER 
Bir WINE. Nor can his Blood, whereby we are re- 
deemed, and enlivened be ſeen to be in the Cup, when 
the Wine is wanting by which his Blood is Shewn 


With a Mixture of Wine. 


(i) exbibiting a Type of what ſhould aſterwards truly 
come to paſs, be drank not Water but Wine, and 
o expreſſed the Image of our Lords Puſſion. It fol- 
Slows, (E) Is ſee alſo the Sacrament of our Lord's 
Hicriſce prefigured in the Prieſt Melchiſedeck, as 
the divine Scripture teſtiſes, and ſays; And Mel- 
chiſedeck King of Salem, brought ſorth Bread and 


Vine — But that Aſelchiſedeck bare a Type of Chriſt, 
the Holy Spirit declares in the Book of Eſalms, from the 
| Perſon of the Father, ſaying to the Son, Before the 

| Morning I begat thee, thou art a Prieſt for ever af- 
ter the Order of Melchiſedeck ;, (I) The Image of 
| Chriſt's Sacrifice preceeds, conſiſling of Bread and 
Vine, which Thing our Lord perfeting and ful- 
| filling, offered Bread and a Cup, mixt with 
| (b) Page 148. (i) Quod Noe typum futuræ veritatis 
| oſtendens; non aquam, ſed vinum biberit; & fic imaginem 
| Dominic# paſſionis expreſſerit. Pag. 149. 


- 


(+) Item in ſacerdote Melchiſedech ſacrificii Dominici ſa- 
cramentum pratiguratum videmus, ſecundum quod ſcriptura 


{ divina teſtatur & dicit; & Melchiſedech rex ſalem protulit 


| Panem & Vinum. Quod autem Melchiſedech typum Chriſti 
portaret, declarat in Pſalmis Spiritus ſanctus, c. Ibid. 

0) Fræcedit ante imago ſacrificii Chriſti in pane & vino 
ſcilicer conſtituta, quam rem perficiens & ad implens Domi- 
aus, panem & calicem mixtum vino obtulir, Ibid. 
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Pine. And again (n) Come, eat of my Bread, ani vas not f 
drink of the Wine which I have mingled for you. H:Mfor uot 
declares it to be mixt Wine, that is be in a propbheti. knew to 
cal manner foretels, that the Lord's Cup ſhall be mixt {aviour's 
with Wine and Vater; to the end it may appear Nit, and t 
that in our Lord's Pafim, that was performed which Nomitted, 
bad been foretold. (u) We fee the Cup was mix in Wate 
which our Lord offered, and that it was Wine that N more ſu 


be called bis Blood, Whence it is apparent, that th: Commur 
Blood of Chriſt is not offered, unleſs there be Wine in ¶ them to 
the Cup. And ſpeaking of thoſe who uſed a Cup Cauſe; 
without Wine, he complains, (o) Thus the Bro. the Uſe 
therhocd begins from the Paſion of Chriſt, to he fore ſev 
ſlopt in their Career in Times of Perſecution, whilſt in {the Ben 
their Oblations they learn to be aſhamed of bis Blood Hof the 
and Gore. And in the next Page he asks to the Blood e 
{ame purpoſe, (p) How can we fhed ow Blood for 2. Ir 
Chrift, who are aſhamed to drink Chriſt's Blood? teaches 
And yet once more, (q) We are admoniſhed and Scriptur 
taught by the Lord, to offer the Lord's Cup mixt with of the 
Wine, as the Lord himſelf offered. Here every one ment © 
may ſee that St. Cyprian's Zeal for the Mixture us (/) 
new thi 
it 2 be 

(in) Venire, edite de meis panibus, & bibite vinum quod rivers i 
miſcui vobis. Vinum mixtum declarar, id eſt, calicem Do- choſen. 
mini aqua & vino mixtum propherica voce prænunciat; ut W the Pre 
appareat in paſſione Dominica id eſſe geſtum, quod fuerat ante WW bieb 
prædictum. 1bid. 179 
(n) Quai in parte invenimus calicem mixtum fuiſſe, quem 
Dominus obtulit, & vinum fuiſſe quod ſanguinem ſuum dixit. 
Unde apparet ſanguinem Chriſti non offerri, fi deſit vinum 
calici. Pag. 152. ; 

(o) Sic ergo incipir à paſſione Chriſti in perſecutionibus 


1 eess 


| Rivers. 


; People 


fraternitas rerardari, dum in oblationibus diſcit de ſanguinc (r) Q 
ejus & cruore confundi. Pag. 155. nominat 

(p) Quomodo autem poſſumus propter Chriſtum ſanguinem (ſ) 1 
ſundere, qui ſanguinem Chriſti erubeſcimus bibere? P. 155. (z) | 


(7) A Domino admoniti & inſtructi ſumus, ut calicem Po- in locis 
mninicum vino mixtum, ſecundum quod Dominus obtulit, offe- dundare 
famus. Pag. 157. 35 | baptiſm 
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linem 
156. 
1 Do. 
offe- 


way 


T0). 


Vas not for the Water to be put into the Cup, but 
Wor uot leaving the Wine out of it. This he 
new to be of abſolute Neceſſity, becauſe our 
Paviour's Blood could not be repreſented without 
Wt. and therefore preſſes ro have it by no means 
omitted, againſt ſuch as were for communicating 
in Water only; whether becauſe they thought it 
more ſuitable for the Morning in their early 
ECommunions, or leaſt their Breath ſhould betray 
them to their Enemies, or for whatſoever other 
ICauſe ; diſputing with ſuch he does not condemn 
the Uſe of Water together with Wine, and there- 
fore ſeveral times calls it a mixt Cup. But yet 
the Bent of his Argument is conſtantly in favour 
of the Wine, as without which our Saviour's 
Blood cannot be ſhewn forth. 


2. In the next place ſpeaking of Water, he 


| teaches that (r) whenſoever this 2s named alone in 
8 Scripture, it is to be looked upon as an Emblem, not 
of the holy Euchariſt, bur of the other Sacra - 
ment of Baptiſm. An Inſtance whereof he gives 
us (/) in 1/azab, in theſe Words, Behold I do a 
| new thing : now it ſhall ſpring forth, ſhall ye not know 
it ? becauſe I give waters in the wilderneſs, and 
E rivers in the deſart, to give drink to my people, my 
choſen. (t) There, ſays St. Cyprian, God foretold by 
| the Prophet, that amongſt the Gentiles, in Places 
| which had formerly been without Water, in time 
| Rivers ſhould abound ; and ſhould refreſh the choſen 
| People of God, being made his Sons by baptiſmal Ke- 


— — 


(r) Quotieſcunque autem aqua fola in ſcripturis ſanctis 
nominatur, baptiſma prædicatur. Ead. Epiſt. p. 150. 

(/) J. xliii. 19, 20. 

(t) Prænunciavit per prophetam Deus, quod apud gentes 


in locis, quæ inaquoſa prius fuiſſent, flumina poſtmodum re- 
dundarent; Et electum genus Dei, id eſt, per regenerationem 
baptiſmi, filios Dei ſactos adaquarent, Tag. 130. 
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( 62 ) 
generation. And again, (u) He that believeth i; 
me, as the Scripture ſaith, out of bis belly ſhall fy 
rivers of living Water. Aud that it may the mor 
clearly appear, that the Lord ſpeaks not there of th; 
Cup, but of Baptiſm, the Scripture ſays farther, By 
this be ſpake of the Spirit which they that believed in 
bim ſhould receive. For by Baptiſm the hoh Spirit i 
received. Thus you ſee he diſtinguiſhes between 
the Matter of the two Sacraments, obſerving 
Water properly to belong to the One, and Wine 
to the Other. Which evidently ſhews, as I ſaid, 
that though he dots not diſapprove of Water in 
the Cup, and therefore calls it a mixt Cup, yet 
Wine is what he looks upon as eſſentially neceſ- 
ſary to it, and therefore argues earneſtly for 
the conſtant Uſe of it. | 
3. And thus much he more expreſsly affirms, 
in another Part of the fame Epiſtle z (w) Hor 
perverſe, and how contrary is it, that when our Lord NGarment 
at the Marriage had made Wine of the Water, we on Which is 
the other hand ſhould make Water of Wine, Where- of Wine 
as the Myſtery of that Thing ought to inſtruct ani N aud that 
teach us, that we are rather to offer Wine in th Cup, ſho 
Lord's Sacrifices. ; land in 
4. And laſtly, He ſpeaks divers times of the 
Wine 1n the Sacrament, without mentioning any 
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Water, fo as that an impartial Reader may eafi- | (+) qu 
| 8 | Chriſtus? 

wget idem quo 

(u) Qui credit in me, ſicut Scriptura dicit, flumina de ven · i ubm a 
tre ejus fluent aquæ viva. Arque ut magis poſſit eſſe mani- i 0) Qs 
jeſtum, quia non de calice, ſed de baptiſmo illic loquitur Do- (MW 'm 05 
minus, addidit Scriptura, dicens: Hoc autem dixit de ſpirit AT © 
quem accepturi erant, qui in eum credebant, Per baptiſm _— FI 
enim fpiritus ſanctus accipitur. bid. 11 . 85 
(w) Quam vero perverſum eſt, quamque contrarium, ut 3 
cum Dominus in nuptiis de aqua vinum fecerit, nos de vino e 
aquam faciamus, cum ſacramentum quoque rei illius admone- = 05 
re & inſtruere nos debear, ut in ſacrificiis Dominicis vinun W mans RN 
potius offeramus. Pag. 153. e . 


Y 


( 63 ) 


eth nM; ſee, he looked upon that as the only eſſential 
Part of that Species of the Sacrament. (x) Who 
more , more a Prieſt of God, than our Lord Feſus Chriſt ? 
of th: Who offered a Sacrifice to God the Father, and offered 
„ Bu he very ſame that Melchiſedeck had offered, that 
ved in; Bread and Wine, as much as to ſay, his Body and 
rat v8Wlood. And preſently after reciting that Part of 
tween MFacob's Bleſling pronounced upon his Son Fudab 
Ving little before his Death, Gen. 49. 11. He waſh- 
Wine e bis Garments in Wine and bis Clothes in the blood 
| faid, f Grapes, he ſubjoins, (y) When the Blood of the 


rape is mentioned, what elſe is meant by it, but the 


„ yet Wine of the Cup of our Lord's Blood? And imme- 
1 5 liately after this, (z) Moreover the hoh Spirit 
' 100 


tefifies the ſame thing by Eſaias, in relation to our 

Lord's Paſion, ſaying ; Wherefore art thou red in 
firms, Itbine apparel, and thy garments like him that tr eadet h 
Hor in the Wine fat? Can Mater by any means make 
Lori N Oarments red? Or is there any Mater in the Wine-preſs, 
we on Wwhich is either trodden, or preſſed out? The Alention 
Here. Nef Mine is plainly intended to fignify owr Lord's Blood 
Z and N aud that what was afterwards manifeſted in the Lord's 
in the Cup, ſhould be foretold by the Propbet's declaring it. 


And in his Epiſtle to Magnus one of his Laity, 
f the | 
g any | 
eaſt: | (*) Quis magis ſacerdos Dei quam Dominus noſter Jeſus 
{Chriſtus ? Qui ſacrificium Deo Patri obtulit, & obtulit hoc 
— adem quod Melchiſcdech obrulerar, id eſt, Panem & Vinum, 
le ven. ¶ ſuum ſeilicet corpus & ſanguinem. Har. 149. : 
Ae 00) Quando autem ſanguis uvæ dicitur, quid aliud quam 
ar Do. Vinum calicis Dominici fanguinis oſtenditur? P. 150. 
ſpirit (z) Necnon & apud Efaiam hoc idem ſpiricus ſanctus de 
riſa Domini paſſione teſtatur, dicens; Quare rubicunda lunt veſti- 
menta tua; & indumenta tua velut a calcatione torcularis ple. 
5 ni & percalcati? Nunquid rubicunda veſtimenta aqua poreft 
e 5 ſacere? Aut in torculati aqua eſt, qua pedibus caſcatur, vel 
mone. btelo exprimitur? Vini utique mentio ideo ponitur, ut Do- 
vinun mini ſanguis intelligatur; & quod in calice Dominico poſtea 


ly N e 


| manifeſtarum eſt, Prophetis annunciantibus pradiccretur. 
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in Anſwer to a Letter ſent to him, to beg Advice 
about the Admiſſion of thoſe to Communion, why 
returned from the Novatians, he has this Paſlags 
concerning our bleſſed Lord; (a) He called th; 
ine, preſſed out of many Cluſters and Grapes, ail 
forced together into one Body, bis Blood. Where he 
manifeſtly ſpeaks of the Wine alone, without 
the Mention of any Water, and ſuch indeed ay 
could not be ſuppoſed to have Water in it, un. 
leſs water could be preſſed out of Grapes, as 
well as Wine, and calls it our Saviour's Blood. And 
ſince nothing could be thought neceſſary in the 
Cup, but what was Sacramentally his Blood, 
how is it poſlible this Sort of Expreſſion could 
come from one that believed Water to be eflen- 
tial to the Sacrament ? 
Now put theſe Things together, that St Cyprian's 
Pleas for a Mixture, aimed at proving the Neceſ- 
ſity of Wine in the Sacramenr, not of Water; 
that he tells us when Water alone is ſpoken of 
in Scripture as the Matter of a Sacrament, it is of 
the other Sacrament of Baptiſm, and not of 
the Euchariſt; that he expreſly requires to offer 
Wine in the Cup rather than Water, and that he 
often mentions nothing as belonging to the Cup 
but Wine, and calls that our Saviour's Blood; 
and then let any man judge, whether St. Cyprian 
could be of Opinion, that Water was a neceſſary 
indiſpenſable Part of our Saviour's Inſtitution, 
and the Want of it a juſt Cauſe for Breach of 
Communion with thoſe that uſe it not; or whe- 
ther (b) St. Cyprian is truly decifive in this Point. 
If he be, it is for the Wine, and not for the Wa- 
ter. And if the Anſwerer were induced by our 


* 


— 


(a) Sanguinem ſuum vinum appellar, de botris atque acin!s 


Plurimis expreſſum, atque in unum coactum. Epiſt. 69. p. 


182, (5) Reaſons, &c. p. 4. 
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dvice earned Author's poſitive Aſſertions, and his own 


» Who Waſte and Want of due Conſideration, to yield 
allage nore than this comes to, it is not too late to 
d the Net the Matter now in a better Light, as I 
, ad think I have fully done; inſomuch, that J might 
re he ſafely forbear the Defence of what had been 
hout, Wſzid to prove, that by St. Cyprian's Time ſome 


eed as 


Error might obtain in the Church, and to that 


, un. aegree that even fo great a man as St. Oprian 
'S, 4 night happen to be drawn into it. However 
And ince fach a Diſquiſition may tend more clear- 
in the ly to evince the Uncertainty of Tradition, where 
_ we have nothing elſe to depend upon, I tnall 
COU 


beg the Reader's Patience, whilft I take notice 
of what has heen objected under this Head 
though with all the brevity I can. 


ellen: 


ian I. And here it is urged, that it is only ſaid to 
Jecel. be poſſible St Cyprian might have been mitta- 
ater ken; (c) and can this turn the Balance, or amount 
en 0 


to the leaſt Diſproof? Aud I own it is the loweſt 
t 1801 Wort of Diſproof ; but yet it muſt be granted 
or of Ia ſufficient Evidence of the Inſufficiency of that 
offer MWProof againſt which it is brought. And. tho 
hat he MReaſon is, becauſe I can never be ſure a Thing 
Cup is proved to be true, whilſt yet for any thing 
lood; Wl know ir may be falſe. 


rin 2. Whereas it is ſaid, (d) Ee might be ont in 


eſlary his Tradition for the Aftxture, 10 leſs than in the 
ut10n, WRaſon be afigns for it, that it might repreſent the 


ch of Nit Relation betwixt Chriſt and his Church, our 


whe- learned Author inquires, (e) Does the Anſwerer 
Point. Niſprove this Reaſoning ? Not at all, He Jays no 
> Wa- Wore than that tis poſſible be might be out, And if 
V our Nit is only poſible he was in the wrong, tis Hiebl 
| probable he was in the right, Where it is obferva- 
> aciuis | 3 
69. p. 4 | _ \ Def 8 
| | edigi, P. 7, (e eFeNce, p. 8. 
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ble his Proof aims at no more than a bigh B. 
bability, and whether that be enough to found 
the abſolute Neceſſity of a Duty upon, I lean 


hance o 
were no 
Inot den! 


to our Author himſelf to determine. But that 4. W 
St. Cyprian was out in the Reaſon he gives for th: Saviour 
Mixture in the ſacramental Cup, can hardly lis brougl 
denied, by any one that conſiders how different dition. 
his Reaſon for the Inſtitution of that Cup is fron ceived t 
our Saviour's. Our Saviour appoints it to be h Ales. 
Remembrance of himſelf, and the bitter Paſſion h repreſent 
was about to undergo for our Redemption; St. is. But 
Cyprian teaches it to be for repreſenting the in whoſoe\ 
timate Union betwixt Chriſt and his People needs ſe 
which is very far from being the Reaſon ou Ml verſed 
Lord aſligns for it. | upon II 
3. The Anſwerer had ſaid, () concerning the Ml them. 
famous Controverſy, between Pope Victor and here ct 
the 4ſratick Churches, about the Obſervation of out ſon 
Eaſter, Here both Parties pleaded Tradition the o who c al 
from St. John and St. Philip, the other from St. (1) The 
Peter and St. Paul, though in plain Contradi@ion to IM |) believ 
each other. And what does our learned Author Euſebiu 
{ay to this © Does he at all deny it? Not in the enterta 
leaſt. On the contrary, he ſays, (g) Ie have great Ml ſtin M 
Reaſon, to believe the two different Traditions wer: divided 
both true. But then he adds, that in Matter; our wh 
not Neceſſary, the Apoſtles accommodated themſelis this J 


to the Notions of their Converts, and managed as th the De 
Reaſoms of Time and Place ſuggefled ; and as to the time, a 
Time of the Paſchal Solemnity they left ub Deciſion ar ſuffices 
Command about it. But the Queſtion was not an mig] 
about what the Apoſtles did, but what they that 
lived after them; and whether Tradition had 
ſettled this Matter ſo ſurely, as that no Con (5) p, 
tentions or Strites aroſe about it, to the Diſtur— v Aus. 

(m) L 
clLav Þ 


— 


(/) N Reaſon, P. 7. | (20 Defence, p. 9. : — c. 39. 
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Whance of the Church, and whether great Men 


were not engaged on both Sides. And this is 


not denied. 


4. We are told (5) the Alillennium, or our 


Javiour's Reigning upon Earth for a Thouſand Iears, 


is brought as a Second Inſtance of an erronsous Tra- 


dition, And here Papias is cited as having re- 
cerved this Tradition with many others from the 
Apoſtles. Here, ſays our Author, is ſome Miſtake in 
repreſenting the Matter: And ſo indeed there 


is. But on which Side any one may ſee. For 
whoſoever but looks into the Anſwerer, (7) muſt 


needs ſee, he never ſaid that Papas ſaw, or con- 
verſed with any of the Apoſtles, but only that 
upon Inquiry, he recezved many Traditions as from 
them. Though if he had ſaid what our Author 
here charges him with, he had not been with- 
out ſome Countenance for it from () Irenens, 
who calls him a Hearer of St. John. It follows, 
() The Millennian Tradition was not very general- 


ly believed in thoſe early Ages of Chriſtianity, Though 


Euſebius informs us, that (m) this Tradition was 
entertained by moſt of. the Clergy of theſe times. Ju- 
ſtin Martyr relates the Chriſtians were ſomewhat 
divided about it, Now here I don't think it worth 
our while to examine into the utmoſt Extent of 
this Tradition; ir being enough for me that 
the Doctrine was believed for, a conſiderable 


time, and many great men came into it. Which 


ſuffices to ſhew it not improbable, that St. Cypri- 
an might poſſibly be drawn in to eſpouſe a Tra- 


1 — 2 


(hb) Pag. 11, (i) No Reaſon, p. 8, () Hagia 'Iwavre 
N tus. Le v. c. 33. (1) Defence, p. 12 _ 
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dition no better founded than this > and the 


rather if there were more to be ſaid for it 


Bur it ſeems (u) this Tradition may be orthodey, 
for ought the Anſwerer has ſaid to the contray, 
Let it is not generally thought to be ſo, no 
has been for a long time. And let our Author 
take it which way he will, there muſt be a 
Error on one ſide, and many great Men have 
given into it. And ſo much himſelf confeſſe;, 
they ſplit into Partys about it, and great Abettm 
were ranged on either fide. He is pleaſed indeed 
to ſay, (o) the Parallell fails and the Reaſon it 
inconſequential. But if he will give himſelf the 
trouble, to caſt his eye again upon the Anſwer, 
he may ſoon perceive, no Parallell was there 
deſigned, but only that when ill proved Tra- 
ditions have appeared, Great men have been 
too apt to be carried away with them. And 
for Confirmation hereof, Hoſpinian had been 
quoted, tor an Obſervation of his (p) That what- 
oever religious Cuffoms had got admittance into 
the Church, they were forthwith reckoned to have 
proceeded from Apoſtolical Tradition, and the Do- 
trine of the Holy Gbeſt. And did our Author 
undertake to diſprove this? no; he ſays not a 
Word to it in this place: Only afterwards with. 
out regard to that Obſeryation, which he al- 
lows to ſtand wichout contradiction, he takes 
occaſion to ſpeak of Hoſpinian (q) as not fit to 
be ſet in competition for an Authority equal 
to Juſtin Martyr, Irengus, &c. which he cannot 
but know was never intended, but only this Ob- 


ſervation was quoted for the Uſefulneſs of it. 
And he does not in the leaſt deny it to be true. 


— 
— 


(n) Dejence, p. 13. (o) Pag. 14. 0) Hiſtor. Sacramentar. 
I. 2. c. 2. (4) Defence, p. 120. 
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che 5. Mention had been made () of many ſpu- 


r it, Non Vritingi, put forth under the Names, ſome 
od, if our Lord himſelf, and his bleſſed Mother , and 


any mare under thoſe of the Apoſtles, and o- 
bers of the firſt Diſciples, This therefore our 


tray). 
, Dor 


thor earned Author takes notice of. (/) But he does 
e an ot in the leaſt deny the Truth of the Fact; as 
have Mideed he could not. All he ſays to it is, that 
eſſes; Ne Spuriouſneſs of rheſe Writings was detected 
ett; y the Church, and the ancient Fathers, who gave 
deed e Vorld notice of them. Which might very 
on i Mell be, and yet the Authors of them might ſow 
F the Mich connterfeit Traditions, as others much better 
ſwer, Nan themſelves might ſwallow without due Exami- 


there Nation; even when all did not. It follows, V hy 
Tra {Would we ſuppoſe them leſs qualified or leſs careful 
been bout Oral Tradition? Yet every one knows Oral 
And Nradition is much more difficultly preſerved, from 
been Norruptions and Innovations, than Written ; and 
what- Mo Errors may ſooner creep in that way. Oh! 

into ut in the Caſe of the Sacrament it could not 
have We. The Chriſtians in the Primitive times received 
Dec e Holy Euchariſt every Day. Upon what Pretence 
uthor f Argument then, can we imagine them miſtaken in 
not 2 be 4poftolical Practice? It is true, they could not 
with- Nell be miſtalen in the Apoſtolical Practice; that is, 
> 2l- ff the Apoſtles adminiſtered both Wine and Wa- 
takes Miter, they could not well miſtake that. Yet this 
fit to Miid not hinder, but a Miſtake might creep in as 
equal Ito the Reaſon of this Practice, and fo the Water 
wnot might come in time to be thought more neceſſary, 
s Ob- than it really was. This I ſay upon Suppoſition, 
of it. Ithe Water had really been then accounted as ne- 
true. Neeſſary, as it is now repreſented to be. But I think 
have clearly enough ſhewn, it was not thought 


— — — 


1 
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nentar. 


: ) No Reaſon, p. 9. (/) Defence, p. 14. 


N 
to be ſo, but rather to be uſed as an fn differey 
Rite, ſuch as might lawfully be omitted, thouy 
the Wine might not. 

What follows concerning the Authentickneſs an 
Authority of Tradition, has been already conf, 
dered ; and therefore I paſs it by here, and pry, 
ceed to the Reaſons offered, (u) Vhy the R-vindif 
of ſome truly apoftolical Uſages are not inſiſted inn 
rather than theſe of which the Apoſtles appear rg 
to have ever ſaid any thing. The Reaſon give 
for not inſiſting upon the Revival of theſe, is {ail 
to be, that though mentioned in Scripture, they an 
not mentioned as Commands and binding Rules for Pra. 
&ice. Yet is this no Reaſon, why theſe Practice 
ſhould not have at leaſt as much Reſpect paid then {WDiſciples 
as others that are never mentioned in it at all Wis comir 
But more particularly, 3 another 

(w) As tothe ſaluting with a Kiſs, it is urged that lone of tl 
though St. Paul recommends it, he does. not oblinMtinued a 
them to practiſe this Ceremony, juſt before their proceed Mfilerabl: 
ing to the Holy Euchariſt, If he had, we ſhould not Mother is 
have needed Tradition for it; ſuch an Injunction Hour Sav. 
in Scripture would have put the Obligation ou proved, 
of Diſpute. But as it is; as St. Paul, declares iN Cup hi! 
to be an Uſage in his Time, Rom. 16. 16. and either h 
Fuftin Martyr tells us it continued in Uſe in hö H one. 
Days, at their approaching to the Holy Euchariſt; 4. { 
Tertullian in his Time, at the Hours (x) of Prayer MW mmion, 
and the Sacrifice; and a long Time after this 8. far as it 
Cyril of Jeruſalem Teaches, that in his Time the neither 
Deacon made Proclamatian, O) calling upon them, from - a 
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(a) Defence, p. 20, (w) Ibid. (x) Quz oratio cum moay a 


divortio ſancti oſculi integra ? Quale Sacrificirum à quo fine (z) 0 
pace receditur ? Tertul. de Orat. c. 14. - a 5¹ 
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) embrace and kiſs one another. Which Kiſs, ſays 
e. was not to be looked upon as like thoſe of common 
age, but as a Tobin of: mutual Reconciliation, and 
rgetfulneſs of paſt Ivjuries or Aft onts. And I ſup- 
ole our learned Author will not except to the 
\uchority of the Apoftolical Conſtitutions, (z) or- 
gering the Deacon to ſay, ſalute one anather with a 
oh Kijs 3; and then declaring that the Clergy were 
o ſalute the Biſhop, the Lay-men their Brethren, and 
As it is, I ſay, it has much 
nore to be ſaid for it, than theſe other unſcriptural 
Uſages. But ſays our learned Author, (a) I have 
od by unqueſtionable Authority, that our Lord not 
uh drank of the mix'd Cup himſelf, but commanded his 
iſciples to do the ſame in Remembrance of him, till 
is coming again, But 1t 1s one thing to prove, and 
another ro ſay I have proved. Ic is certain the 
one of theſe 1s mentioned 1n Scripture, and con- 
tinued accordingly in the Church ſor ſome con- 
ſiderable Time after, And it is as certain, the 
other is never ſo much as once named, either by 
our Saviour or his Apoſtles. Nor is it any way 
proved, that our Saviour, either drank of a mix d 
Cup himſelf, or ſo much as once commanded, 


(either his Apoſtles, or any one elſe, to drink of 


one. 
As for the Love- Feaſts before the Euchariflick Com- 
munion, they were only Practice without Precept, as 
far as it Appears. And as for the Mixture, it has 
neither Precept, nor Practice, fo far as appears 
from any Evidence in the Apoſtolical Age, nor 


— 


70 79 QiAnu2' eavatigrngt Tas Linus , A 
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l. 8. c. 11. (2) Defence, p. 20. 


any 


(7/2 )» 
any good Evidence for the Neceſſity of the Wat 
part of it afterwards. 

Laſtly, As for Deaconeſſes, (h) their main Jy 
fineſs, fays our Author, was to bring the Womeny 
the Fonts, where they undveſſed, flood about they 
immerged them in the Water, and then received an 
dreſſed them. Which Office of theirs being ſince mak 
in a manner uſeleſs, the Reaſon of the Cuftom expiring 
no wonder the Practice ſhonld ceaſe with it. The 
main Buſineſs, ſays he, was to bring the Womg 
to the Fonts, and aſſiſt at their Baptiſm. But wx 
it all their Office required of them ? He does ng 
fay it was; and for a very good Reaſon, becauſ 
he knew very well it was not. (c) They were em 


_ ployed beſides, in inſtructing the ignorant Sort d 


Women, and teaching them their Religion; (4 
in attending upon them where Men couid not be 
admitted without Offence ; and otherwhiles, ſay; 


Dr. Cave, (e) in viſiting aud attending upon Mona 
that were Sick, in conveying Meſſages, Counſels, Con 
ſolations, Relief, (eſp-cially in Times of Perſecution, 


when it was dangerous for the Officers of the Church) 
to the Martyrs, and them that were in Priſon. 80 
that there might ſtill be Work enough for them, 
But I am not-pleading for the reſtoring them; but 
only to ſhew, that they have much more to be {ail 
for them than the Mixture; and yet are not thought 
neceſſary to be reſtored; and by conſequence much 
leſs is That. Which will certainly hold good, not. 
withſtanding our learned Author's Flourith about 


ant » — — 


(5) Defence, p. 20. (c) Al ov x} eis Thy ονν,h¾iſin d dia- 
Pris magerord\Vs]o i hi di · Clem. Alex. S. 
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gs ww yualke dizxorey. Conſtit. Apoſt. I. 3. c. 15. 
(e) Primitive Chriſtianity, Part 1. Chapter 8. 
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the Matter and Force of a Sacrament, which. can 
no way be proved to belong to the Water. Here 
by our Author's own (g) Confeſſion, our Duty is 
to keep cloſe to the Inſtitution. And this is all we 
deſire of him; that we may be allowed to com- 
municate in the Fruit of the Vine, as our Bleſſed 
Lord did. Fo | 

His next Exception about St. Cyprian's Rule, 
I that only Chrift is to be bearkned to, is, This Propo- 
ſition was (b) brought to prove the Neceſſity of the 
Mixture. But ſince I have ſhewn, that what he 
inſiſted upon in the Mixture, as of Neceſſity to 
the Sacrament, was the Wine, and not the Water, 
I need ſay nothing more to what is urged here. 
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805 yr The Anſwerer had argued, (i) that ſince our 
n „Saviour had inſtituted the Euchariſt after Supper, 
* but had made no mention of any Water, but only. 


of the Fruit of the Vine; therefore ſuppoſing either of 
them were to be revived, he ſhould think that to be 
preferred, of which is moſt undonbted Evidence. And 


s, fays 
Nomen 
s, ( 0% 
ecution 
_burch) 
1. 80 
* them, 


our learned Author replies to this. | | 
1. He ſays it has been proved, that (Y) the 


had need have very good Evidence to prove To odd 


b A and unaccountable a Propoſition. How is it prov- 
0 ed then. From Scripture? Nothing like it. From 
it Apoſtol ical Tradition? No. We have no Tradition 
J ne, about it of fo long ſtanding. Do the Fathers all 
# ow: unanimouſly teſtify it? Not that neither that I 


can find. How is it then? Why, the Jewiſh Tal- 
nud written ſeveral hundred Years after our Sa- 
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indeed who would not? However, let us ſee what 


Fruit of the Vine does imply a Mixture of Water. It 
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viour, and compoſed (I) with great Indifſcre. 
tion and Want of Judgment, (and perhaps not 

more remarkably ſo in any other Inſtance, than 
in its odd unaccountable Diſtinction between the 
Fruit of the Vine and of the Tree) aſſerts it. And 


muſt 


e n 


—— 


(1) The Emperor Juſtician condemns the Miſna, that is the 
Text of the Talmud, of which the other Part, the Gemar, 
is the Commentary or Expoſition, as the Invention of Men, 
* ho ſpake only from the Earth, and had nothing Divine in 
them. 'FE:uezow d avdgav 3% ns N f Ne 


* Se by auſoig ey b ad fv, Novel. Conſt. 146. Sixtus 


Senenſis [peaking of the Compilers of the Talmud, and their 
Work, ſays, Cum — non ſolum contumelias & blaſphemias 
multas & execrabiles adverſus Chriſtum Deum noſtrum col. 
legiſſent, verum etiam Sanctiones & præcepta plurima con- 
ſcripſiſſent, contra ipſam quam profitentur Moſis legem, & 
contra omne jus Gentium, atque omnem naturæ legem, quam 
ipſi, ut pote homines, ſervare tenentur; viſum eſt ſummis 
Ponrificibus, & aliis Chriſtianis Principibus, ut tam nefariz 
doctrinæ lectio, atque uſus, omnibus Judæis, qui ſub ditione 
Chriſtianorum vivunt interdiceretur. Biblioth. Sande. I. 2. . 
125, Biſhop Walton charges it with many fooliſh Traditions 
Nec in ſe ineptæ finr, quales plurimæ hujuſmodi Talmudicz, 
In Bibl. Proleg. viii. n. 30. Mr. Simonville teſtifies. of the Tal. 
mud, that it abounds with great Numbers of unprofitable 
Queſtions and Hiſtories, or rather Tales framed ar Pleaſure, 
which ſimple People believe to be true, but one of little 
Judgment may eaſily fee, they are. Allegories invented by 
Perſons of little Ingenuity, and ſerve only to expoſe the 
Jews. There are alſo manifeft Falſities in it. Elle eſt rem- 
plie d'une infinite des queſtions inutiles, ( d' hiſtoires, ou plutit 
des contes faites a plaiſir, que les ſimples croyent eſtre veritable, 
mais pour peu de jugement qu'on ait, il eſt aiſe de voir, que ces 
ſont des allegories inventees par des perſonnes qui n' avoient nul 
eſprit, & qui ne peuvent ſervir qu' a rendre les Fuifs ridicules, 
Tl y d meme des fauſſetex manifeſtes dans ce Talmud. Sup- 
plem. aux ceremonies des Juifs, Ch. 2. And the preſent learn- 
ed Dean of Norwich, Dr. Prideaux, teſtifies of this Talmud, 
that howſoever it is now the Alcoran of the Fews, into which 
they have reſolved all their Faith and all their Religion, yet 
it is framed (almoſt with the fame Impoſture as that of Ma- 
himet) out ot Doctr ines falſely pretended to be brought from 
x | | Heaven. 
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muſt this be more Authentick with us, than our 

Saviour's own expreſs Words“ It will be. a very 

hard Task to prove our Saviour intended it to be 

ſo. Beſides, were not our Saviour's own Words 

clear enough to need no 113 I muſt own 
| ſhould have more regard for St. Chryſoffom's Au- 

thority, than that of the Talmud. Now this elo- 


quent Father is apparently of a contrary Opinion, 
| and declares in as plain Terms as may be, that 
the Fruit of the Vine ſpoken of by our Saviour, was 


Vine without Water. His Words are theſe, (n) When 
he delivered the Myſteries, be delivered Wine, and 
when after his Reſurrection he ſpread an ordinary Ta- 
ble without the Myſteries, he made uſe of Wine, be 
ſays of the Fruit of the Vine Bur Taz Vine pRoDuces 
Wixe, Nor WaTeR, Which is a Doctrine fo plain 
and full in behalf of our Saviour's Inſtitution, that 
| may venture to ſay of it, as our learned Author 


— 


— „ — —— 


Heaven. Old and New Teſtament connected. Pt. i. B. v. p. 328. 


only certain Key, for letting us into the true Senſe of our Sa- 
viour's Words, and of Power enough to over-rule the plain In- 
tent and Meaning of them. So unaccountable a Diſcovery needs 
extraordinary Authority to ſupport it. And inſtead of pinning our 
Faith upon ſuch an unreaſonable Diſtinction as is recommended to 
us from thence; I cannot but think it much ſafer and better, to 
follow St. Paul's Advice to Titus, not to give heed to Jewiſh 
Fables, and Commandments of Men that turn from the Truth. 
Tit. i. 14 Not to add, that the Oxford Annotator upon St. 


with the Jews, whether their Wine were pure or diluted, and 
cites the Author of the Toſephos for his Aſſertion, telling us 
moreover, that from hence it was Tho. Aquinas and Bonaven- 
ture taught, that the Mixture of Water was not of Neceſſity or 
the Integrity of the Sacrament, 0 
„(n) Acmvys in g nie Te uu hee E ure, bivey mar 
eine, x; ny avacis v puoueioy ITA T m ay m. 
eihi dee, ire cui x nwo. S d Yerrnud]osy gum, & d- 1 
alas ẍ d d, &, udag Ye. In St. Matt. xxvi. 29. 
| a> does 


Ard it is ſurpriſing that this ſhould come at length, to be the 


Cyprian's Sixty Third Epiſtle, has obſerved that it was all one 


p — - „ _ 2 — 2 2 2 
— MdZ—ü—ü— -- _ — — * 
— — — —— <4 * — 


en — _ — 8 


—— 


. ͤP2NR ˙ Q ²˙ en = 


Sa ; = 
— , ¶ mm I I rn a U 


— 


"= .- 


— — 
—— — —[— 


—— - 


* - * 1 _ 2 I — 2 
1 s ” ——— — ee — — VETTEIIEEE DLns —— — — 2 — 
44. 2 : * 1 * 7 . = 4 = — — * — 
. . ⁵˙u— A TITRTTOR” 1 —— , 
> = vo De iy 
hee was - + 3 — 5 — —— / a * . — — — 


COVE ES 3 
r 


wo, TIES Ye. 
3 


r Rent | 
* * 1 3 — 


Grape. 


„% .oa 
does of St. Cyprian, that (u) it is deciſive in thi: ¶ than can 
Point, Farther, this Phraſe, the Fruit of the Vine, chere 1s * 
I think to be ſynonymous with the Blood of th WMWUſages 3 
Grape. And this Expreſſion we meet with, Ge, Wing elde: 
xlix. II. without any the leaſt Appearance of a {fcontinuei 
Mixture. He waſhed his Garments in Wine, and hi the Mix 
Clothes in the Blood of Grapes. And again more do not h 
plainly, Deut xxxii. 14. Thou didſt drink the pm hear of 
Blood of the Grape, and therefore unmixed. Soit that, an 
is in the Original, which the Seventy Tranſlate, the Win 
Clas mgvris tmey 3 vor, be drank Vine the Blood of tb: Wwe do 
| Ss here th 
Church 
Century 
to prov 
ſome 1 
ment. 
vantage 


2. Our learned Author undertakes to prove it 
not neceſſary to receive the Sacrament after Sup- 
per. Which if he had pleaſed he might have for- 
born, for it was eaſy to have ſeen that the An- 
ſwerer (o) ſuppoſed it, and only inferred from it, 
that if this Circumſtance, though particularly re- 
lated in Scripture were not however of perpetual 7 
Obligation, much leſs was the Water of which fairly 
the Scripture makes not the leaſt mention; and Applic 
that therefore if one of them were to be revived be Childre 
ſhould ratber think that to bs preferred, of which ther: MM them, 
'zs moſt undoubted Evidence. And is not this highly It w 
realonable ? 3 10 Th 
We come now to the Cuſtom of Communicating am thr 
Infants, which St. Cyprian informs us was in Uſe MW 1) tha 
in his Time, and is ſhewn to have obtained (p) in tbe Vit 
the Weſtern Church, till at leaſt the Twelfth Cen- that n 
tury, and is ſtil] amongſt the Greeks. And St. vas Pu 
Auguſtin pleads an ancient, and be conceives an Apo- ee. 
folical Tradition for it. And it is owned by the E. Mor ſat 
leventh Council of Toledo. And Scripture was plead- 
ed for it, and with more Appearance of Reaſon 


wider / 
have 7 
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(n) Reaſons for reſtoring, &c. p. 4. 
(2) In Reaſon, pe 1. 0) Page 15. 1% 


(77) 


than can be for the Mixture. Here we are told 
there is a Threefold Difference between theſe Two 


of the MU ſages ; and all in favour of the Mixture, as be- 

, Gen, ing elder, taught to be more neceſſary, and which 
of 2 WMcontinued longer in general Uſe. I own we hear 
ud by the Mixture ſpoke of ſooner than this, but we 
more Ido not hear of it from the Beginning; and we 
e pur: near of this in the very next Age after we do of 
So it that, and about the Middle of it, and if we hear 
late, the Wine pleaded for as neceſſary in the Mixture, 
of the we do not hear the like of the Water, fo that 


here the Advantage is over- ruled; and if the 
Church of Rome laid aſide this in the Twelfth 
Sup- Century, I believe our Author will not undertake 
 for- ¶ to prove that what they did in that Age, or for 
An. Wſome Time before was a Precedent of any Mo- 
m it, ment. So that if the Mixture had any little Ad- 
7 r6- vantage in theſe Reſpects, the ſlender 8 
etual Wl of Scripture that was urged for the other may 
zhich fairly be allowed to outweigh it. And could the 
and Application of what is ſaid from Scripture to 
ed he WF Children have been clearly proved to belong to 
ther: them, it would have done it beyond all Diſpute. 
ghly It was objected, and with very good Reaſon, 
o) That our Bleſſed Saviour gives not the leaft hint of 
ating ay thing more in the Cup, than the Fruit of the Vine, 
Uſe MF nay that in St. Matt. xxvi. 29. be ſays, Tais Fruit of 
p) in Ml tbe Vine; as if he had deſigned purpoſely to acquaint us, 
Cen- that what he had juft given his Diſciples to drink 


J 


| St, vas purely the Fruit of the Vine, Vine and nothing 


Apo ee. And hereupon was argued, that had our Savi- 
E. our ſaid upon giving the Cup, I will drink no more 
ead- Ml o this Water, till I drink it New with you in my 
aſon WM father's Kingdom, every one would have immediately 
underſtood the Cup, to be filed with Water, and to 
have no Wine in it. Why then, when he ſays, be 


— 
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(9) Wo Reaſon, p. 19. 
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to be plain and clear arguing, and which might 
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Author happened to overlook it all; and ſo it 


N 


will drink no more of this Fruit of the Vine, thi 
Vine, why Pould we not likewiſe underfland him 1 

2an that it was Wine without Vater? That our $4 
viowr adminiſtred in pure Wine, is undoubtedly the 
plaineſt and moſt natural Senſe of bis own Work 
which are the beft and moſt ſure Guide we have toy 
by. And this I ſhould think were enough to decide 
the Caſe; inasmuch as it muſt needs imply, eitbe 
that there was no Water in our Saviour's Euchi- 
riſtical Cup; or that if there were, he did not lod 
upon it of that Conſequence, as to make it a neceſſay 
landing Part of his Inſtitution. This I apprehend 


Juſtly require a direct Anſwer. But our learnel 


lies yet upon his hand for one. 

It was objected farther, (r) That ſuppoſing th 
Paſchal Cups to be mixt, yet our Saviour's was nit 
neceſſarily ſo; inaſmuch as be did not inflitute hi 
Euchariſt, till the Paſchal ſupper was over; and ſi 
what Cup be nſed cannot be inferred from what hal 
gone before, Whereto is returned for anſwer, (/ 
that Iis moſt reaſonable to ſuppoſe it the Remainds 
of what was prepared for the Paſſover. And is this 
the undeniable Proof of it we were to expect 
It is moſt reaſonable to ſuppoſe, that is to ſay, our 


ing thr, 
anothe 
thing t 
be, br: 
the Cc 


Author judges it moſt probable. No one can * 
take this for a certain Proof; and yet unleſs we ird 
will be fo forward as to acquieſce in this, ue ante 
meet with no other. 2 
Next (t) our Author is pleaſed to —_— that d 
upon St. Paul's divine Inſpiration, as if he had 0 f 
a Mind to inſinuate, that the Anſwerer had _ 

taught the contrary. To which End he has Jewi 


thought fit to mutilate the Sentence, and ſtopat 


by ſuf 


— mor 


— — 
9 1 


(r) No Reaſon, p. 22, ( ) Defence, p. 30. (t) Ibid, (#) 


theſe 


heſe Words, but only the Apoſtle St. Paul cals it 


Py o. Whereas every one mult ſee the Anſwerer's 
our 5, WW\cgument lay wholly in the following Words, 
dly th rhich had be recited in their proper Place, 
Vord Where could have been no Pretence for this need- 
he to Mess Reflection. The whole Sentence is this. () 
decig Ind yet after all, I do not find that our Saviour 
eit ze ver gave this Name [of the Cup of Bleſſing] to bis 
Euch. up; but only the Apoſtle St. Paul carrs iT so 
ot lg on THE BLESSING PRONOUNCED UPON rr, AND 
eceſſan Por WITH RESPECT ro ANY Mi1xTuRE or wnar 
rehend WAS CONTAINED IN IT, | 
might i Now if any one beſides our Author can find 
earne Many Thing in the whole Sentence derogatory from 


1 ſo it 5 
as a Divine Writer, the Anſwerer ſubmits to any 


fog th Menalty he (hall be thought fit to have inflited up- 
was nen him for it. But this he is in no Fear of. 
ute hi And as to his Argument, what does our learned 
and þ Author ſay? Without at all mincing the Matter 
bat zu ke grants it to be true. His words are (v) Grant- 
r, (O this. But is this all? No, he proceeds to 
naindy another Argument, which the Anſwerer had no- 
is thy ching to do with in this Place; Granting this, ſays 
xpe@? be, his Concluſion will not follow. What then was 
y, our the Concluſion ? Nothing elſe but that St. Paul's 
ne can Yords did not prove our Saviour's Cup to be the 
eſs we Third Paſchal Cup, which has been already 


granted. So that the Anſwerer's Concluſion does 


. 
* certainly hold. What then is the Concluſion 


atiate that does not follow ? It is one of our Author's 
» had own frameing, and I will give it in his own 
er had Vords. If the Euchariftick Cup anſwered to the 
ie has Jewiſh Cup of Bleſing, which has been made good 


ſtopat 
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() No Rea ſon, p. 74. ( ) Defence, P. 30. 
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688) 
learned (x) Hammond, F it was a Ramainder «f tj 
Paſchal Proviſion, and the Paſchal Cup of Bleſpy 
was not without Mixture; 'twill follow of cour| 
that the Euchariſtick Cup was mixt likewiſe. rj 
therefore it's being called the Cup of Bleſſing, fron 
the Hymn or Bleſſing pronounced, and net fron 
the Mixture, can do the Anſwerer no Service, 
Where are ſeveral Particulars to be noted 
For | 
1. It is ſaid, It bas been made good by ſuficie 
Authority, that the Euchariſtick Cup anſwered to the 
Jewiſh Cup of Bleſing. But by what Authority 
Not by St. Panl's, for that is given up : But 

) becauſe the learned Dr. Lightfoot obſerves 
that the Third Cup of wine, was called the Cup d 
Bl:fing , and St. Paul calls our Lord's Cup by 
the ſame name: Though it is already acknoy- 
ledged to have been upon a quite different Ac- 
count. If this be Proof, what is it a Man may 
not prove at any time, or by whatſoever Sort 
of Argument? | 

2. Dr. Hammond is cited to prove that our Sa- 
viour's Euchariſtick Cup anſwered to the foreſaid 
' Fewiſh Cup of Bleſing. Now beſides that this 
very learned Writer's Authority is not enough 
to prove any thing eſſentially neceſſary to Sal- 
vation, that does not manifeſtly appear to be 
ſo by other good Evidence, with ſubmiſſion I 
conceive our learned Author has been a little 
too haſty in appealing to Dr. Hammond, at leaſt 
(z) if the Place referred to in his Margin be 
what he Depends upon. I ſhall give the Rex 


der the whole Note, in the Doctor's own Words, 


and then leave him to judge whether he can 


inert * 
our 18 
Cup of 
the Jen 
Doctor, 
chal Lat 
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(x) On 1 CY. x, Ant, E. 


) Reaſons, p. 6. 
(2) Annot. E. 1 Cor. x. 
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er of tz 
10 our is here ſuppoſed to have called his Cup a 
" cours Gp of Blefing, giving it the ſame Name or Title, 
. A the Jews had given their's, Ihe Jews, iays the 
g, n Doctor, uſed to conclude the Feaft wherein the Paſ- 
ot fron chal Lamb was eaten, with a Cup of Wine. This they 
vice, Mcaled „0. 015 Tories vuniows, the Cup of Prai- 
noted I ſing, becauſe they ſang an Hymm at that time, lee 
| Matt. Xxvi. 30. and ivacyias, of Bleſſing ; and from 
ſuſfcian ¶ thence the receiving the Wine in the Sacrament, be- 
7 to the by Chriſt mnſtititted after his Paſchal Supper, is here 
10rity )Mſcaled by that Title. Of the Mord iu, to bleſs, 
: But e Note on Matt. xiv. c. Here is the whole Note, 
bſeroes, Nas ſaid, and now let the Reader judge, whether 
Cup of Mithere be any thing in it that tends to prove the 
up by Neceſſity of a Mixture, even ſuppoſing the Jew- 
:know- Cup to have been Mixt, and whether it does not 
nt Ac- rather repreſent our Saviour's Cup to have been 2 
n may different one from that of the Fews, though called by 
er Sort the ſame Name, the Dr expreſsly declaring that it 


was not inſtituted till after Supper. And yet 
farther, the Dr is here cited ſomewhat unlucki- 
ly for our Author, becauſe he plainly declares 
againſt him, that the Cup of Bleſing was fo called, 
[not with any regard to the Mixture, but only} 
upon account of the Hymn ſang at that Time. 
3. The Euchariſtick Cup is ſuppoſed to be a 
Remainder of the Paſchal Proviſien. And if it were 
moſt probably ſo, and it that were ſuppoſed to be 
certainly mixed, which will not eaſily be prov- 
ed, ſince even your own Dr. Ligntfoot acknow- 


ur Sa- 
oreſaid 
it this 
nough 
to Sal- 

to be 
Ton I 
little 
t leaſt 
zin be 


> Rea- ¶ ledges, as was remarked before, (a) that if a man 
Vords, {drinks Vine pure in the Paſſover] he has per- 
e can ¶ ormed his Duty, yet the moſt that can be pre- 


1 a? 
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(a) xo Reaſen, p. 40. 


LEY ; | tended 
infer | 


inferr any more from hence, than that our Savi- 
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682) 
tended to follow from hence, is only a ration 


Conjecture, which our learned Author may call; 
certain Proof, it he pleaſes, but can never {hey 


ye know, 1 
hacrifce. 
31] that 1 


it to he fo. | | And does 

4. In the laſt Place it is ſaid, It's being call Port of M 
the Cup of Bleſſing from the Him, or Bleſſ ot, let f 
pronounced, and not from the Mixture, can do Mor till 
Anſwerer no ſervice. Which is even harder upon Truth, t 


our Author, than his citing Dr. Hamond again 
himſelf, for he plainly gives up the Point in de 
bate, which was, that the 4poſtle calls the Sam 
mental Cup the Cup of Bleſſing, from the Bleſſing pronom| 
ced hon it, and not with reſpect to any Mixture, 
only he adds that it will do the Anſwerer ml 
Service. Though I am apr to believe, the An 
{werer that thinks freely acknowledging the truti 
of what he was contending for, and giving uy 
the Citation from St. Paul, as not to the pur had plea 
pole it was produced for, is granting him all that Mic wonlc 
he did, or could deſire in that reſpect. ButlMrto his 7 
Proceed. | Mon Neither « 

The Anſwerer had urged in relation to Ae tate in 
chizzdeck, that (b) our Saviour being an Antity)'WM dedicated 
to him, who. cfjered Bread and Mine (AND (c) vo. Wine, a 
THING ELSE, AS FAR AS WE KNow ) was more l:k:l his Sen! 
to conform to him herein, than to the Cuſtoms of th the Lor. 
Jews, Sppoſmg their Cup in his time to have ben hard, mw 
axed, which, ſays he, I am not ſure it was; au at anot! 
though be had inſtituted his Eucharift, before thy ¶ Salem 6 
had done Eating, which the Scripture aſſures us be 
did not. And to the latter Part of theſe Word . (4) Ne 
nothing is replied. But as to Melcbiſedeck it is ſaid, ſimplict | 
His offering nothing but Bread and Wine, as far a 


Vine, as 
7 little ö 
in either 
theleſs tc 
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(b) No Reaſon, p- 24. 
(e) So it 4s declared, Reaſons, c. p. 28. 


C 9} I 


pe know, means we don't read that he cffered any Bloody 
acrifice. And doubtleſs we do not. But is this 
l that is naturally implied in the Expretiion ? 
and does it not as plainly exclude Water or any 


cal ort of Mixture, as Bloody Sacrifices ? If it does 
leſſ ot, let ſome Exception be ſhewn in the Words, 
do Mor till that is done, it is an unqueſtionable 
po ruth, that he offered nothing but Bread and 
aint / ine, as far as we know, not even ſo much as 
in de little Water, for I am ſure I read of none 


in either the Old or the New Teſtament. Never— 
theleſs to make this Expoſition of the Words the 
more plauſible, St. Jerome is cited in the Margin, 


'er May ing to Evagrius, not in the 85th, but his 
Ar zsth Epiſtle, Neque carnis & ſanguinis vidti mas 
trug inmolaver it Melchiſedeck, neither did he offer $4- 
g h crifices of Fleſh and Blood. But if our Author 


pur had pleaſed to have given us the whole Sentence, 
thut would have immediately appeared not at all, 
But Io his purpoſe. For thus ſays St. Ferome, (d) 
Mit her did be offer Sacrifices of Fleſb and Blood, nor 

Nel tate in bis right Hand the blood of brute Beaſts, but 

tit} dedicated the Sacrifice of Chriſt, ix BreaD AND 
do. Wine, a fmple and pure Sacrifice. And to make 
[6:1 WM his Senſe yet more plain, he ſays (e) Therefore 
Feth the Lord ſays, be will drink no more of this Vine- 
been Wl yard, unleſs in his Father's Kingdom. And again, 
an at another time, ( f) 4s Melchiſedeck the King of 

4 Salem offered Bread and Wine : ſo thou alſo ſhalt cfjer 

us he — — — — 
'ords (d) Neque carnis & ſanguinis victimas immo'averir, & bru- 
Caid, YN frm animalium ſanguinem dextra ſuſceperir, ſed pane & vino 


ſimplici puroque ſacrificio Chriſti dedicaverir Sacramentum. 


bibiturum, nit regno Patris ful. Com. in Hatt. XXvi. 

(f) Quomodo enim Melchiſedeck rex ſalem obtulit panem 
& vinum: fic & ru offeres corpus tuum & languinem, verum 
panem & verum vinum. In H/. cix. And after the ſame 
manner he ſpeaks again in his Epiſtle, De virginitate ad De- 


metriadem. 
L 2 thy 


(e) Dicit ergo ſe Dominus de hac vinea nequaquam eſie 
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( 84) | 


thy Body and Blood, the true Bread and true Wine. ln 
all which Places is not any Word of any Water, 
This Type therefore appears not to have conſiſtel 
of any Thing but pure Wine. But it follows, I 
moſt probable, Melchiſedeck ofered what was gen: 
rally drunk in thoſe warm Climates, which was, and i 
fill, Wine diluted. This at beſt is but Cone: 
ture; and I ſhould be glad to be taught how! 
bare Conjecture can be a Sufficient Foundation 
for a Neceſſary Duty, as this Mixture is aſſertel 
to be. However here is a Reaſon given far 
it; but ſuch as makes no more to the pur 
poſe than the Conjecture it ſelf. Becauſe thoſ 
who aſſiſted at the Sacrifice refreſhed themſelves with 
the conſecrated Entertainment. For it has neve 
been proved, nor I ſuppoſe ſo much as pretend. 
ed, that People cannot refreſh themſelves with the Mixt 
Wine, unleſs it have Water mixt among it. been clex 
am ſure when the P/almift affirms, that (g) Vin anſwer t 
maketb glad the Heart of Man, he ſays not om am ſure 
Word of any Mixture neceſſary to that pu- But inſte 
poſe. And I appeal to any one who has ever neceſſary 
drunk a Glaſs of Wine, whether it has not wiſe ſup 
at leaſt as much Refreſhment in it without Wa W that the 
ter as with ir. This Reaſon therefore, if I may to the © 
call it a Reaſon, will never hold. Beſides, 1 though 

is not certain that diluted Wine was ſo com is in er 
ſtantly drunk amongſt the Fews as it is herM(b) arg 
 ſuppoled to be. This very Inſtance of Melchior Parti 
ſedeck's Gering Bread and Mine, is a conſidera ſigned te 
ble Proof of it. And we have another remark any oth 
able one in the New Teſtament, at the Mar fer in 
riage-Feaſt in Cana of Galilee, where our $M differ ft 
viour turned the Water into Wine. For we not /felchi/e 
only hear nothing of any Water mixt with it; tically | 
but the Maſter of the Feaſt's calling for the Bride 
groom, and telling him he had kept the goal 
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ems to 
nd unm 
of have | 
t follow! 
| oved. 
declares 1 
Mixture ? 
Only tha 
biſedeck 
| confeſs ' 
can moſt 
be infer 
ſity the T 
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we are 2 


—— — 


(2 Pſalm civ. 13. . 
ith 


( 8g ) 
yine to the End of the Feaſt, St. 70h. ii. 13. 
eems to imply, that he drank his Wine pure 
ind unmixt, inaſmuch as otherwiſe he would 
ot have been ſo ſenſible of the Excellency of it. 


moved, What, not when the Scripture plainly 


biſedeck ſacrificed in undiluted Wine. This 


[| confeſs is a very eaſy Suppoſition, and what I 
can moſt readily. come into; but what is to 
be inferred from it? Tis this; There is no Neceſ- 
ty the Type and Antitype ſhould agree, or be the 


ame in every Particular. Suppoſe this too, yet 


the Mixture as ever. I thought it was to have 
been clearly proved, that the Antitype did not 


anſwer the Type in all Particulars; and this I 


am ſure onght in Reaſon to have been done. 
But inſtead of this we are only taught it is not 
neceſſary that it ſhould. Which if I ſhould like- 
wiſe ſuppoſe, it will never follow from hence 
that the one did not really and in fa& anſwer 
to the other. The ſhort of rhe Matter 1s, that 
though Types don't anſwer like Tallies, that 
is in every Particular, as our Author juſtly 


(b) argues, yet the main fundamental Point, 


or Particular, wherein they are neceſſarily de- 
ſigned to agree, can admit of no Addition of 


any other Typical Symbol, to make them dif- 


fer in that, nor is the Antitype any way to 
differ from the Type in this reſpect. And ſo 
Aelchiſedeck's Bread and Wine did moſt empha- 
tically typify the Euchariſtick Elements. And 
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(h) Defence, p. 32, 
N what 


t follows again, Suppoſing, which can never be 
leclares it was Wine, without hinting at any 


Mixture ? But what is it we are to ſuppoſe ? 
Only that the Scripture ſpake plainly, and Aſel- 


we are as much at a Loſs for the Neceſſity of 
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what if Jou, were a Type of our Bleſſed Say; 
our, in bringing the {/raelites into Canaan, in 
like manner as our Saviour procured a far het. 
tes Inheritance for all his faithful Diſciples, an 
in nothing elſe? For we are not told of any 


drink not 
the End, | 
all. Ane 
appears { 
had upo 


Thing elſe wherein our Saviour was typified by Again. 
him. And if our Saviour did not anſwer to hin nents in 
in any other reſpect, wherein he was not typif. N Crape; a 
ed by him, can any one think this an Argument treadeth | 
to prove that our Saviour, as Antitype to //:. preſs alo? 
chiſedeck, was not to anſwer him, in what H neceſſari 
was peculiarly intended to typify ? This won (n) if 
be thought an unuſual way of arguing in any with the 
other Caſe. For it AMalchiſedec did not typiy be duly 
our Lord in any other reſpect, there is not th: {MI ſo muct 
leaſt Pretence to queſtion, but he did in this; Element 
nor by conſequence, but that our Saviour was a ly ſepa: 
true Antitype of him in it. Though this is {MW Chriſtiat 


more than was incumbent upon me to prove, it MWoacrame! 
being enough for my purpoſe, if there were no IM fore. 
more in it, than that I could ſay the contrary Had t 
could not be proved. So that here is a Failure on Ml uſed to 
both hands, inasmuch as Melchiſedeck plainly ay MW livelieſt 
pears to have been a Type of our Saviour as to Ml Cup, of 
the Cup; and beſides it would anſwer my End, N obſerve 
11 it had been only that it could not be prov- drunk; 
ed he was not. | 5 (n) ponre 
St. Cyprian mentions Noah likewiſe (7) as 2 being a 
Type of our Saviour, and ſays of him in fo ma Ja Peace- 
ny words, that he repreſented our Lord's Pyſſion in I not imp 
drinking, not Watey but Vine. That he thould MM ve all 


N ſimple 
(i) Ep. ad Cecil. 63. Invenimus enim & in Geneſi circa 

Sacramentum in Noe hoe idem pracurriſſe, & figuram Domi- (4) Ger 

nicx paſſionis illie extitiſſe, quod vinum bibit. Et paulo pt, n) Nu 


Quod Noe typum futuræ veritatis oſtendens, non aquam, ſed in to. cul. 
vinwn biberit, & fic imaginem Dominicæ paſſionis expreſ- tur? f 
ſertt. in) Ter, 


drink 


(87) 
drink not Water, but pure Wine was neceſſary to 


the End, for which he was drawn in to drink at 
all. And that it was Wine only that he drank, 


Save 


» I 


an appears too plainly from the unhappy Effect it 
any had upon him. N 0 
40 Again, when it is ſaid (4) He waſhed his Gar- 
him ments in Wine, and bis Cloaths in the Blood of the 
pit. WM Grape 3 and again, (1) Thy Garments like him that 


treadeth in the IWinefat. I have troden the IWine- 


ment 

1:1. oeſß alone; theſe and other the like Types muſt 
t he A ſink in their myſtical Importance, 
on ) if the Cup repreſented by them, together 
any with the Blood ſhed upon the Croſs, could not 
pit be duly expreſſed without diluted Wine. And 
t the ſo much the rather ſtill, ſince the particular 
this; MW Element it muſt be diluted with, was peculiar- 
vas à ly ſeparated by the divine Author of all our 
is is MW Chriſtian Myſteries, for the Matter of the other 
ve, it MWoacrament of Baptiſm; as has. been noted be- 
re no fore. 


trary 
re 2 uſed to be drunk, I ſhould have thought it the 
y ap- livelieſt Type of cur Saviour's Blood, and of his 
as ro I Cup, of any that we have. And though I do not 
End, Ml obſerve in Scripture that any of it was ever 
prov- MW drunk; and Dr. Lightfoot teaches that it was 

(n) poured upon the Foundation of the Altar, yet this 
as 2 being a neceſſary attendant (o) upon a Burnt or 


> ma- ff Peace- Offering, the Cup in the Eucharilt ſeems | 


on in not improperly to ſucceed in the room of it. And 
1onld we all know Wine is as expreſly ſpecified, in 
limple and plain terms, to be the Liquor in- 


SE — 


Circa 


Domi- (J) Gen. xlix. 11. () ½. Kii. 2, 3. 
to pit, (n) Nunquid rubicunda veſtimenta aqua poteſt facere ? aut 
n, (cd n to: culari aqua eft, que pedibus calcatur, ve! prelo expri- 


xprel- mitur? B. Cypr, Epiſt. 63. 


rink 


(n) Temple Serv ce, c. 8 S. 5- (0) Numb. xv, 4, &c. 
joyned 


Had the Bi fig anche the 'Fros been 
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( 88 ) 
joyned for theſe Drink-offerings, as that then 
ſhould be any Drink-Offerings at all. And can y 
imagine that the Divine Wiſdom, which explain 
the Nature of God's Worſhip, in fo punctual; 
manner as it did all along to that Peopl; 
would have ſuch a reſerved Meaning as thi 
Water of which there is no more mention thy 


there is of the Jeſuits Bark, ſhould be put into in 


Or how ſhould ſuch a dull People as the Fews ap 


always repreſented to be, be expected to find i; 


out, if it had been ſo? And if no Water belong 
ed to the Inſtitution of the Drink Offerings i 
their other Sacrifices, how can it be conceive 
that our Saviour would not have more regard, i; 
the Inſtitution of the Euchariſt, to God's own Ap. 
pointment, than to the Paſchal Cup, which waz 
of the Jews own Invention? and if not the ſame 
with this mult imply, either that the Water waz 
a Matter of Indifterence, or elſe that they kept to 
God's known Ordinance, to offer as he had com: 
manded them. And by conſequence the Paſchil 
Cup muſt have been perfect to all Intents and 
Purpoſes in its own Nature without any Mixtute 


in it, becauſe directly agreeable to the general In. 


ſtitution of all Offerings of that kind. And if 
that were ſufficient to anſwer the End of it's Uk 
without a Mixture, why not the Euchariſtical 
Cup too? Hes 

So that as far as we may argue from the Types 
that occur in the old Teſtament, they appear 
plainly to be againſt the Neceſlity of any Mit 
ture in this ſacred Cup. 

p) The next Attac t, ſays our Author, 7s upon the 
Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, But as to what was faid 


about them, I cannot apprehend he has offered any 
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( 89 ) 


then WM Thing that invalidates the Anſwerer's Objection; 
an and therefore I might leave That to ſhift for it 
plain ſelf, till a more ſatisfactory Reply can be made 
ual toit. But I will take leave to obſerve; what the 
ple anfwerer ſhould have before taken notice of, from 
tha the Reaſons for Reftoring, &c. (q) that it is there 
than freely owned, theſe Conſtitut ions wont anſwer quite 
to p to the Title (that is that they cannot be proved to 
75 ar: WW be written till at leaſt two, perhaps three hun- 
nd i dred years after the time of the Apoſtles ; ) yet 
long that they contain a great Part of the Worſhip and 
3 n Diſcipline of the primitive Church, is beyond Queſtion. 
ewe (Which they might very well do, and yet be out 
d, uin the Matter of the Mixture; or at leaſt without 
Ah being able to prove it eſſential.) And that their 
1 waz 4ntiquity is conſiderable, (but far from the Begin- 
lame Wi ning.) And what now can be made of this? Theſe 


Conſtitutions come a great while after the times 
of the Apoſtles; and I may juſtly add, the Au- 
thority of them has been always diſputed ; and 
at belt they only contain a great Part of the Nor- 


and Vip and Diſcipline of the Primitive Church. And 
xturc BY muſt not he now be very dull, that cannot fee 
In. here a plain Proof of the abſolute Neceſſity of 
nd 1 Wl the Mixture? I am ſure he muſt be exceeding- 
Uk h quick-ſighted that can. 


But if theſe will not do, perhaps what comes 
next may prove more effectual; which is this, 
(r) To the Authority for the Mixture, cited from 
the Liturgies of St. Baſil and St. Chry ſoſtom, the 
Anſwerer takes notice that Dr. Cave complains of 
them as interpolated, and Du Pin reckons them ei- 
ther ſpurious or doubtful. Is this all then that he 
complains of? Our Author does not ſay this; 
for every one knows, he complains, that they 
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joyned for theſe Drink: ferings, as that they 
mould be any Drink - Offerings at all. And can w 
imagine that the Divine Wiſdom, which explain 
the Nature of God's Worſhip, in ſo punCtual 
manner as it did all along to that Peoyly 
would have ſuch à reſerved Meaning as thy 
Water of which there is no more mention tha 
there is of the Jeſuits Bark, ſhould be put into jt) 
Or how ſhould ſuch a dull People as the Fews an 
always repreſented to be, be expected to find j 
out, if it had been ſo? And if no Water belong! 
ed to the Inſtitution of the Drink Offerings il 
their other Sacrifices, how can it be conceive 
that our Saviour would not have more regard, i 
the Inſtitution of the Euchariſt, to God's own Ap 


pointment, than to the Paſchal Cup, which waz 


452 2 


of the Jews own Invention? and if not 
with this muſt imply, either that the Water wa 
a Matter of Ind ifference, or elſe that they kept to 


God's known Ordinance, to offer as he had com- 


manded them. And by conſequence the Paſchal 
Cup muſt have been perfect to all Intents and 
Purpoſes 1n its own. Nature without any Mixture 
in it, becauſe directly agreeable to the general In. 
ſtitution of all Offerings of that kind. And if 
that were ſufficient to anſwer the End of it's Uk 
without a Mixture, why not the Euchariſtial 
Cup too? J 
So that as far as we may argue from the Types 
that occur in the old Teſtament, they appear 
plainly to be againſt the Neceſſity of any Mix: 
ture in this ſacred Cup. 
( The next Attack, ſays our Author, 2s upon the 
Apoſtolical Conſtitutions. But as to what was ſaid 
about them, I cannot apprehend he has offered any 
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then Thing that invalidates the Anſwerer's Objection; 
can Mand therefore I might leave That to ſhift for it 
xDlain{clf, till a more ſatisfactory Reply can be made 
tual toit. But I will take leave to obſerve; what the 
op anſiverer ſhould have before taken notice of, from 
S tha the Reaſons for Reſtoring, &c. (q) that it is there 


n tha freely owned, theſe Conftitutions wont anſwer quite 


nto 11/8 ap to the Title (that is that they cannot be proved to 
5 a be written till at leaſt two, perhaps three hun- 
find i red years after the time of the Apoſtles ; ) yet 
elong that they contain a great Part of the Worſhip and 
088 ml Diſcipline of the primitive Church, is beyond Queſtion. 


cereal (Which they might very well do, and yet be out 
rd, inf in the Matter of the Mixture; or at leaſt without 
n Ap being able to prove it eſſential.) And that their 
h wall Antiquity is confiderable, (but far from the Begin- 
fame ning.) And what now can be made of this? Theſe 
r wa Conſtitutions come a great while after the times 
pt to of the Apoſtles; and I may juſtly add, the Au- 


com. thority of them has been always diſputed ; and 
aſchal i at beſt they only contain a great Part of the Nor- 


s and ſip and Diſcipline of the Primitive Church. And 
1xture i muſt not he now be very dull, that cannot ſee 
al In. here a plain Proof of the abſolute Neceflity of 
nd if the Mixture? I am ſure he muſt be exceeding- 
s Uk WM ly quick-ſighted that can. - 
ſtical BY But if theſe will not do, perhaps what comes 

I next may prove. more effectual; which is this, 
pes Bi (r) To the Authority for the Mixture, cited from 
ppear Will the Liturgies of St. Baſil and St. Chry ſoſtom, the 
Mix-: 4nſwerer takes notice that Dr. Cave complains of 

them as interpolated, and Du Pin reckons them ei- 
n the tber ſpurious or doubtful. Is this all then that he 
fad Wl complains of? Our Author does not ſay this; 
any for every one knows, he complains, that they 
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( 90 ) 1 
come too late to prove the Neceſſity of an b. 


ſage ſaid to have been taught, ſome hundreds q 
Years before them; eſpecially conſidering what 


MW the Mi.: 
bretend to 
ny ſach 


countenance ſome Doctrines, not duly founde, Wl Now 
had gained in much leſs time, But ſappoſe then pon; ant 
had been no other complaint, than of the Inte. alled the 
polation or Spuriouſnes of them; does our learne ould be 
Author diſprove this? He does not attempt i:; Ver, qu. 
but only ſays, this ſuppoſes the greater Part of then þimſelf ap 
to be genuine. Their being Spurious or Doubtful hich 18 1 
I am much afraid will never prove, or ſo mud; Whie 
as ſuppoſe, any Part of them, much leſs EH et impl. 
greater Part to be genuine. But now ſuppoſe then proved t! 
only interpolated, what are we to inferr fron” of N 
hence? Why, only that the greater Part of then proceeds, 
muſt be genuine. But what if the greater Pai eſity of th 


| thould prove interpolated, or at leaſt be thought 
to be ſo? This will never admit of moſt of then 
as genuine. And yet if we ſhould be fo yield. 
ing, as to ſuppoſe this too for the preſent ; does 
it prove that any Thing, and particularly that 
the Mixture, can he proved from them to be of 
indiſpenſable Neceſſity? I doubt, not. But the 
Genuine Parts of them may be diſtinguiſbed eaji 
enough, by the Doctrine and Practice of the Chun 
in St. Baſil and St. Chry ſoſtom's Time. Theſe Li 
rargies, have been already conſidered and ſheun 
not to anſwer. But here I would ask farther; 
can we have a better way to judge of St. Balls 
Liturgy than by St. Chryſoſtom's, or of St. Chy. 
ſaſtom's, than by his own Words upon another 
Occaſion? I mean in the Place cited before, where 
he poſitively declares that our Saviour, both at 
the Euchariſt, and again after his Reſarrection 
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made uſe of Vine the Fruit of the Vine, j , dum Second, 
Gtyov, & U db, Mu, but it is Vine AND NOT Wart 
that is produced of the Vine, in St. Matt. 26. 29 
How to reconcile this Aſſertion to the Necany 
0 
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n Ur the Mixture, will need more Skill than I can 
ds of pretend to; or to his Liturgy if ſuppoſed to teach 
wha ny ſach thing, | 
ndel Wl Now we come to the two Councils inſiſted 
there ü pon; and the firſt 18 ( 1 of Carthage, commonly 
Inte, Walled the Third. Which orders, that Nothing 
2rned MPevid be offered, but Bread and Wine mixt with 
t it. Heiter, quam ipſe Dominus tradidit, as our Lord 
then imſelf appointed, ſays our learned Author; but 
tal hich is in truth, which our Lord himſelf petiver- 
mu oo; which is of far leſs Importance, and does 
fs th ot imply an Appointment, unleſs it can be 
then proved that our Lord uſed the Water as a Mat- 
from ter of Neceſſity, not of Indifterence. But he 
then proceeds, {5 not ſo unanimous a Reſolution for the Ne- 
Part eſity of the Mixture, is not the Teſtimony of 4s whole 
ough Synod, conſiderable Evidence? Be it fo, yet I always 
then thought conſideraple, and ſufficient Evidence, had 
161d. been very different. In our own Laws, the 
dos Teſtimony of one Man of good Underſtanding, 
- tht and unqueſtionable Credit and Reputation, can- 
be of not be denied to be confiderable Evidence, but yet 
t the Dit is out of doubt that it is not ſufficient to 
ah {convict another of Treaſon. And this learned 
hard {Gentleman knows very well we are ſeeking at- 
ſe Li. ter, not conſiderable, but ſufictent Evidence; which 
hewn he does not profeſs this to be. . 
ther; , The other is the Council in Trullo, held at Con- 
Baſis antinople near ſeven hundred Years after our Sa- 
Che viour. And I am perſuaded he will not ſay all the 
other i Determinations of Councils made before this are 
her right and neceſſarily obliging, and eſpecially 
th zu that they are ſo to all People. But to come 
Aion to the Canon as it lies before us, the Thirty 
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(t) If I were to take the latter definitive Part ( 
this Canon alone, ſays the Anſwerer I ſhould, an 
ſo I ſuppoſe would any one elſe, take it to be a 
undoubted Prohibition of the Uſe of Water in th 
boly Cup. And then he puts down the Wort, 
If any Biſhop or Prieſt does not officiate according i 
the Apoſtles Appointment, and having mixed Waty 
with the Wine, does thus offer the unblemiſped Sacy. 
fice, let him be depoſed, as one that repreſents th: 
Myſtery imperfecty, and innovates upon what was d. 
livered. And does our Author now ſay, that the 
Words of the Canon are not rightly quoted 
No, nothing of this. Or that they are not 
rightly tranſlated by the Anſwerer? Not that 
neither. How then! Giving an Account of this 
Part of the Canon he ſays, (u) Therefore if an 
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Biſhop or Prieſt gaving mixT (As THE ANSWER Wi he has 
INTERPRETS) Vater with the Wine, does thus offer th: I muſt 
unblemiſped Sacrifice, 8c. that is, If any Biſhop a fiverer 
Prieft flands of from the Armenian Heterodox, ſtowed 
2f they preſume to govern themſelves by the Pradiic would 
and Authority of St. Chryſoſtom and St. Baſl, ter An 
of all the famous Biſhops of the World, and parti here 18 
cularly of St. James firff Biſhop of Jeruſalem; | been J 
they are thus bold to follow theſe Authorities, aH could 1 
nix Water with the Wine, let them be depoſed, &. it ſelt. 
What is this but to make the Definitive Part to cor out; A 
tradict all the Reaſons for forming it, and fly in th our le: 
Face of the noble Authorities alledged ? This is in But he 
effect no better than to put up the Council in a dn red far 


| Koom &c, But now to lay aſide the Oratory and PENN 
Khetorick of this florid Paragraph, and come can be 
to the Queſtion; Is here one Word of Excepti Forme, 
on againſt the Anſwerer's Account of this Part as nat 
of the Canon? I cannot find the leaſt Intimati- WI R<ſoli 


on of his not giving a true State of the Words as 10 Y 
that ( 


— 


— 
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(. N Reaſon, p. 28, li) Defence, p. 29. 
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rt of WM they are tranſmitted down to us. He ſays in- 
e deed, HAviNG MIxT, as the Anſwerer interprets, 
: A as if ne were willing his Reader ſhould think 
; th there was Artifice in the Tranſlation of the Word 
rds: Mrd, yet he does not ſay there is, and he cer- 
mo » MY tainly knows there is not. But it follows, This 
vate z in effect no better than to put up the Council in a 
acri- dark Room, and expound them into Nonſenſe and 
th Diſtradion, This is Riding at full ſpeed out of their 
s d. its ; what Fever or Phrenſy can exceed it? And 
t the jet the Anſwerer is pleaſed to ſay, that forbidding 
ted) the Mx rug, is the natural and genuine Tranſla- 
not tion of the Words. And ] refer it to our Author's 
that own Conſcience, whether what the Anſwerer ſays, 
* this be not unqueſtionably true, and do deſire him to 
f an give a more exact Tranſlation of the Words, than 


he has done. And if our Author cannot do this, 


ERER 

t WW I muſt beg of him to conſider how little the An- 
op MI fiverer has deſerved all the Rhetorick that is be- 
oxy, ſtowed upon him. Which I perſuade my felt he 
10; would not have met with, but for want of a bet- 
afil ter Anſwer. And yet after all I cannot ſee that 
arti here is any Thing like an Anſwer to what had 
1; FW been propoſed. The Anſwerer had owned he 


could not make the Canon rightly conſiſtent with 


out; and might accordingly have expected that 
our learned Author would have done 1t for him. 
But he finds his Hopes fail him. He had inqui- 


dark red farther, upon Suppoſition of the Canon's hap- 
an! WM pening to be inconſiſtent with it ſelf, Vhat Uſe 
ome can be made of it © Or what will you infer from the 
pt former Part of it, the contrary to which may not be 
Part 4 naturally deduced from the latter? And it is no 


he find himſelf ever the wiſer for being told, 


(x) Defence, P. 430. 


— — 


it ſelt. Here therefore he wanted to be helped 
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that (x) Theſe two Hundred Biſhops broke out of 
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ſome Madhouſe, and ran into the Emperor's Palace, 
where His Majeſty was ſo kind as to let them jt 
with the Character of a Council. 

The Argument from Nicephorus was only offer. 
ed to be conſidered of; and if it be not ſatiſ. 
factory, it will not be wanted. | 

Next, the Anſwerer is deſired to remember () 
we have the Authority of this Council to prove the 
Paſſages for the Mixture in St. Baſil's and St. Chry- 
ſoſtom's Liturgies not interpolated, That is to ſay, 
the Council's citing them tor their Uſe in the Year 
DCLXXX, proves that no Alteration had been 
made in them, from the Time that thoſe two Fa- 
thers lived. And who can ftand out againſt ſuch 


Proof. Thus it had been ſaid before from the 
Canon, that St. (z) Fames's Liturgy was on their 
ſide; but if our learned Author be really of Opinion 
that this Liturgy was compoled by that Apoſtle, 
I would beg of him to give himſelf the Trouble 
of anſwering the Exceptions brought againſt it by 
Pr. Cave, Mr. Du Pin, and other learned Men, to 
ſhew that it was not compiled *till ſeveral Hun- 
dreds of Years after the Apoſtles Age. The Coun- 
cil's appealing to this Liturgy, as made by St. 
James, I take to be a good Evidence that they did 


not act infallibly. 


The laſt Inquiry about this Council 1s, (a) how 
this XXXII Canon comes to be ſo much more inſiſled 
upon, than ſeveral others that have the ſame Autho- 
rity, and yet are not thought neceſſary to be reduced 
to Practice. And hereto our learned Author re. 


plies (0) in ſeveral Particulars, 


1. Others breaking one Canon will not be a 
Licence for our breaking another. Which I con- 
ceive to be quite beſides the Mark; inaſmuch as 
the Anſwerer did not any way ſpeak of breaking 


Cy) P. 42. (2) F. 39. (a) No Reaſon, p. 32. () Def. p 42. 
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them, but only he looked upon them as antiquated, 
and yet not thought neceſlary to be revived. As 
I believe our Author will agree they are not. And 
then the Queſtion falls naturally in, How comes 
| this to be fo much more obligatory than any of 
thoſe, though Enacted by the ſame Authority ? 
| Beſides, that this Part of the Church has nothing 
| to do with them. 1 

2. Theſe Reſtraints point only upon Branches of 
Diſcipline, It I thought it worth the while, it 


were caſy to ſhew, that This Canon points upon 


Diſcipline as much as ſome of them. 

2. Tis not impoſſible, but that theſe Trullan Fu- 
thers may have laid their Hands upon ſome natural 
Rights, ſome unalienable Privileges. And is it then 
more impoſſible that they ſhould have exceeded 
their Bounds in relation to the Mixture? 
4. This Council is cited only for Evidence, not for 


binding Authority. So we are told now, but no 


one could have collected it from what was ſaid 
in the (c) Reaſons. Where the Council of Carthage 
is cited, not as teſtifying, but decreeing. And 
then ſollows this Canon juſt in the ſame manner; 


and after ſome Account of the preceeding Part of 


it, the definitive Part is noted with a particular 
| Mark, from whence any one would naturally con- 
clude it to be cited for the ſake of that. But now 
| the Scene is changed, and it is not the Authority 
of the Council, but it's Teſtimony, that is to be 


attended to; Aud tis hoped the Teſtimony of 205. 


Biſbops is good Proof of Matter of Fact, and may be 
allowed to paſs in a Chriſtian Court. Moſt certain- 
| ly ina Matter they were Eye-witneſles of. But 
it twice two Hundred were to appear in Veſtmin- 
ſer-Hall, to teſtifie for a Matter of Fact done fix 
Hundred Years before any of them were born, 
they could never expect to carry the Cauſe. | 
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Yet theſe, I hope, are Chriſtian Courts. Or i 
our Author is for appealing rather to an Eccleſu. 
ſtical Aſſembly, I believe he will not deny, that 
in all Councils, Matters are carried by a Major. 
ry of Votes, and fometimes by a very ſmall Ma. 
Jority ; and withal, that the Majority are not al: 
ways the belt, the honeſteſt and learnedeſt Men. 
And when they are not, 1t cannot be avoided, but 
both their Canons, and Teſtimony too, will be in 
great Danger of being ſometimes found erroneous, 
I will give but one Inftance, and leave it to ou 
learned Author himſelf to be the Judge. In the 
very next Age after that wherein the Council ſate 
in Trullo, another was convened of 367 Biſhops 
a much larger Number than thoſe at Conſtantino- 
ple; I mean, the ſecond Council at Nice. Which 
conſiſting of ſo many Fathers, nevertheleſs not 
only (d) decreed the Worſhip of Images, and ana: 
thematized ſuch as refuſed to admit of them; but 
taught (e) the Honour paid to our Bleſſed Savi: 
our's Image to terminate in himſelf ; and pleaded 
for it the Traditions of the Apoſtles and Fathers, 
and the Declarations of the Holy Oracles themſelves, 
Here therefore I ask ; whether the Teſtimony of 
theſe, near twice two Hundred Biſhops, be good 
Proof for Matter of Fact, and may be allowed to paſs 
zn a Chriſtian Court © Here our Author mult grant, 
either that the Worſhip of Images is derived from 
our Saviour and. his Apoſtles, or that the Evidence 


of this much greater Number of Fathers is not good, 


and will not paſs in à Chriſtian Court. 


(4) AB. iii. 

(e) Thy os eixova Neue Y A, Oe iu, rd]! TH; 
avi xa Fey amocoAings Te th Tetris dad dceig, v Teas To 
Izeay noyiaev puslogias, & TH N 0:Baouory|t TE le- 
vid o, De97 Kvver Jai Y Te1h at, IH, amadgairs Se- 
gg T4 S οον,.tφPu%ν - Phot. Nomoc. Synod. vii. aht 
Fuſtell. Cod. (an. p. 1153. | 
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from our Saviour's Side. 
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There were (F) alſo two farther Aſlertions 11 
relation to this Council. Fiyſi, That whatſoever the 
Doct/ine of the Council were in this Point, it cannot 
outwergh onr Saviour's Inſtitution. To which no 
Anſwer is made. The other, That Vine was the 
proper Repreſentative of our Saviour's Blood, which 
was to be denoted by the Cup, but could not with any 
Propriety be expreſſed by Water, becauſe having 10 
Rejemblance of it, Whereto it is replied, (g) that 
mece Wine is the main Igredient the Repreſenta- 
tion is as li vel), as if the Cup had been uncompounded. 
Where it is not ſo much as inſinuated, that the 
Blood 1s the better repreſented by the Mixture, 


Indeed it is ſomewhat the worſe ; becauſe the 


paler and thinner the Liquor grows, the leſs like 


it is to Blood, though the Reſemblance may not 


be totally deſtroyed. It is added, (0) that both 


St, Cyprian and the Trullan Council give us to un- 


derſtand, That the Mixture has a farther Significan- 
cy, and repreſents the Blood and Water that flowed 
But it is certain our Sa- 
riour himſelf ſays nothing like this. As he men- 


tions no Mixture, it is not imaginable, he ſhould 
mention any Signification of it; and accordingly 
he ſpeaks of nothing, but the Fruit of the Vine, 
nor of any Thing elſe to be repreſented by it; 


but his Blood, which 1s beſt ſhewn forth without 
a Mixture, But this is not all. Over and above; 
lays he, the Council tells us from St. Chryſoſtom, 
that adminiſtring without the Mixture was a direct 
Cont/adiction to Apoſtolical Tradition, By which 
Words I underſtood, and I {ubmit to the Reader's 
judgment, whether any one elſe would not un- 
cerftand, that the Council ſaid St. C:ry/oftom had 
taught that not to put Water into the Wine was 
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Ms” 
to contradict Apoſtolical Tradition. But here! 


muſt rake the Liberty to ſay I find my ſelf don 
bly miſtaken. For Firſt, nothing can be plainer 


than that St. Chryſoffom is here affirmed to have 


taught, that the Contradiction to Apoſtolical Traditim 
complained of, was the Practice of rhe Hydrop. 
raſtate, in adininiftring without Wine. Which i 
very different from teaching the Adminiftring 
without Water to be a Contradiction to Apoſtoli- 
cal Tradition; though that is what our Author 
Words moſt naturally import; and is indeed what 
is here contended for. But beſides, Secondly, Nei. 
ther does the Council in the following Words, 
where it ſpeaks more plainly of the Water, de. 
claring that St. Chryſoſtom taught his Church to 
mix Water with the Wine, hereby intimating the 
Mixture of Blood and Water that came from out 
Saviour's Sides ; neither here, I ſay, does the 
Council affirm that St. Chryſoſtom declared the 
Mixture to be neceſſary by Virtue of Apoſtolical 
Tradition, but only that he ſhewed it, that is, 
themſelves collected it from his Practice (i). $ 
that by this time it is apparent, the Water. Mir 
ture is not taught by St. Chryſoſtom to be ne— 
ceſſary, and the Neglect of it to be contrary to 
1 Tradition as our Author's Words teach 
it to be. 


3 


(i) The Words of the Council are theſe ; Ta; 3 Trovines; 
GY ud eo mga nu dire nws mAgNKGs ag vous, Ot ay) 1 ons 
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Soo, & apnmiroy nealerruevass aoyor. Eng Ie x, T1 A 
&u]'v Aαννν,ꝭm An, E e Y coupe ny Wer ein , 
ud gym wy rurar αναννν,, nvine , Dα,œu x oο Hui 
6H]: 641 Serie, Thy us Ths MAEVERS TH Aulewls . 
ow) - ers Te Jes, g Gr x, bd xeaorw apa 
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Farther, the Author of the Reaſons having ſaid, 


| That Wine is only mentioned in Scripture, bceauſe it 
| was the principal Ingredient, the Apiwerer com- 


plained that this was a begging the Queſtion, (k) 
and gave this Reaſon of his Afiertion, that it 7s 
ſtrange to think, that all the neceſſary Ingredients of 
the Inſtitution ſhould not be declared, for the Irfor- 


| mation of thoſe that were to be concerned m it, but 


could not be expected to perform it eright, without 
being fa ft taught all Things that neceſſarily pertain to 
it, And really I cannot but think this to be 4 


| great Truth. Yet now we are taught, 'That 


I. () There might be ſomething concealed at the 


| Inflitution, which was afterwards communicated at the 


ſendivg of the Holy Ghofl. A Pretence fo far as 
concerns the Mixture for which J cannot poſſibly 


| imagine any Sort of Ground. And indeed, had 


our Saviour deſigned to ſuppreſs any Part of his 
Inſtitution, *rill the Coming of the Holy Ghoſt, 
we may be ſure it would have been declared then, 


| that we might know it. Which ſince it was not, 


there is no Room to doubt but he himſelf plain- 
Iy declared all that was neceſſary. It is true, our 


| Saviour tells his Diſciples, St. Fob. xvi. 12. I have 


yet many Things to ſay unto you, but ye cannot bear 
them now ; namely, becauſe of the Difterence that 
was between theſe deſigned Revelations, and whar 
had been taught and practiſed under the Jewiſe 
Law. But ſure the Mixing a little Water with 
the Sacramental Wine was no ſuch confounding 
Myſtery, as they might not be intruſted with it. 
Eſpecially, if they had been fo conſtantly accu- 
ſtomed to a mixt Cup in the Paſchal Feaſt, as 18 
here over and over poſitively afhrmed. We are 
asked, 


Me 


I) Defence, 5 45. 
1 2. (n) Did 


* 


(4) No Reaſon, p. 24. 


2 


If he does not, he muſt needs ſee, there were other: 


( 100 ) 

2. (m) Did not the Diſciples bring in the Provifu 
and make ready the Paſſover? Were they not af 
preſent at the Entertainment, and received Part of it? 
How then could they be unacquainted with what paſſe 
before them, and be ignorant of the Ingredients jy 


r Savion 
rant it; k 
Whing in t 
heir Paſso 
gas mixe 


the Sacramental Cup? This by the way is a full Needs no 

Declaration, that the ſuppoſed Mixture was not Ne ſays t! 
one of thoſe fignzficant Diſcovertes that they could nt his is run. 
then bear; becauſe they are here preſumed to b rant it, | 
perfectly acquainted with it. But farther, Dos Wand wha 
our learned Author really believe, that the Eu. MW Suppoſit 
chariſt was inſtituted for none of our Lord's Dif. Nur Savio 
ciples, but thoſe only that lived and converſe Language 
with him, and were preſent at his laſt Supper be Holy 


Paſchal 80 


that in all the Succeeding Ages of the Church No conclud: 


would need to be informed of the Rites required Nhe Vine, 
of them in this ſacred Ordinance. And I mui Wt is my 
ſill ſay, it 7s ffrange to think that all the neceſam Nfberefore 
Ingredients of it ſhould not be declared for Their In-: Iftitute th 
truction. And I beg our learned Author himſelf Mend not f 


Jo it the 


them as 
holy Eue 


to tell me if it be not. The ſhort of the Matter 
is this, and I pray a clear Anſwer to it, () Ther: 
3s all the Reaſon in the World to believe, that had 
our Saviour deſigned, his Followers ſhould celebrate hal Sole 
the Euchariſt in Water, as well as Wine, he would Hie make 
have told them ſo. Aud ſince be has not thought ft Nen in the 
to do it, it may juſtly be concluded he either uſed vo Mor requir 
Water in the Eucharſtick Cup, or at leaſt not as ary the Euch 
neceſſary Part of it. 5 Families 
But what coines now is very much to th: None only 
purpoſe, and deſerves to be well attended to, too? If 
if it be any way made out. And it is that Ned, tha 
(o) the Alixture is not without Authority fron Nouppoſit 
Scripture. This I ſhould be glad to ſee well Mis be 2 
;xroved; but how is it to be Cone? Why, the Gp Hh 
| | — | — Witty o 
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I „„ IN our 


E 
uw Saviour drank is called the Fruit of the Vine. I 
rant it; but this will never prove there was any 


ung in the Cup but Wine. Yes, the Jews at 


heir Paſsover called it the Fruit of the Vine, tho 
gas mixed with Water, How is this proved? It 


jeeds no Proof, according to our Author; for 
he ſays the Anſwerer grants it. Though I doubt 


his is running too faſt; for the Anſwerer does not 


prant it, but only ſuppoſes it for Argument ſake. 


ind what can be reaſonably inferred from ſuch 


z Suppolition, were there Reaſon for it? Why, 


uw Saviour was a Few, and did he not ſpeak the 


Language of his own Country? Did he not inſtitute 


be Holy Euchariſt, upon a Refemblance with the 


Paſchal Solemnity Habe we not then great Reaſon, 


o conclude that what our Saviour calls the Fruit of 
he Vine, had a Mixture of Vater in it? Now here 


It is my Turn to put Queſtions, and I would 
therefore deſire to know; Did our Saviour In- 
ſtitute this holy Ordinance for the Jews on] 


* "8 
ind not for the Gentiles too? And would he not 


lo it then in Language plainly intelligible by 


them as well as the Jews £ Did he inſtitute the 
holy Euchariſt, upon a Conformity to the Paſ- 


hal Solemnity in every thing? Particularly did 
he make it unlawful for Chriſtians to have Lea- 
vn in their Houſes at the time of Communicating : 
or require them to eat bitter Herbs rogether with 
the Euchariſt ? Did he order ir to be eaten by our 
Families or Houſes, and only at Jeruſalem? At 
one only certain time of Year, and of the Day 
too? It not, how then can ir be any more pro- 
ved, that he enjoyned us a mixt Cup even upon the 
duppoſition of their having always uſed one? If 
tits he all the Authority the Aſiæture has from 
\cipture, it will be long enough before the Eſſen- 
ality of it can be ſhewn from thence. | 


The 


("073 


The Anſwerer had aſſerted a great (y) Dif, 
rence between reporting the Uſe of a Rite, and the fi 


Huſtitution of it, where Direction is to be given jy 
perpetual Performance of it. Here ſays our learj. 


ed Author, (q) our Auſwerer ſeems ſomewhat dun 
and involved. But how dark and involved? An 
not the Words plain and eaſily intelligible ? |. 
ſpecially of thoſe that next follow be added tg 
them. Here the whole of it 3s neceſſary to be plus 


' b and cle arly deſcribed, and the ſeveral Branches of 


it particularized, that each one may know, how | 
is to behave himſelf in relation to it. Howſoever i 
the other Caſe, it may ſometimes ſuffice, to ſpeak 
only of ſome principal Part of it, paſſing by the ri 


when well known to belong to it. This I think 5 


plain enough, and perhaps too plain to be an 
{ſwered. Why elſe does our learned Autha 
not make a juſt Reply to it? He undertakes in 
deed to ſet open the Meaning ſomewbat farther ti 
the Reader. But in what manner has he done it! 
He ſays nothing more to it, but goes off to the 
fore · mentioned Queſtions. Which how much they 
are to the purpoſe, I beg of him a little to con. 
ſider. 

Ihe Vater, he ſays, is not expRESSLy mentioned 
by the Evangeliſis. But if he pleaſe to look again 


into the Anſwerer, he will find that he does not 


own them to have given any manner of Hint con. 


cerning it; which is a different Thing from fay- 


ing it is not expreſsly mentioned by the Evangeliſt 
For this looks as if it might be fairly inferre! 


from their Doctrine, though not expreſsly mention 


in it. But where the Words are from which it 


may be thus inferred, is a great Secret, and lik 


to continue ſo. 
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But to proceed, (r) This Objection, ſays he, 
(namely of the Water's not being mentioned in 
geripture, for ſo it ſhould have been, and not b 


the Evangeliſts only) being foreſeen by the Author of 


Die 
e fi 
4 fa 
Earn. 


Jn the Reaſons, be replied, That when Moſes ſprinkled 

Ar the People with the Blood of the Covenant, there is no 
E. Hention of Water being mix'd with it; And the Apo- 
ed /e aſures us; that Mofes took the Blood with Wa- 
plain ter, Heb. ix. 19. Yes, and not only with Water, 
bes but wich Scarlet Mooll and Hyſſop, and ſprinkled the 
o bool and all the People. So that here is as much 
e in {aid for the Scarlet Wooll and the Hyſſop, as for 
eite Water, bur nothing for any of them to our 
ref, purpoſe. For I would very gladly be informed; 
nk Were theſe things ever publickly enjoyned by Al- 
e zy mighty God? Or were they given privately in 
athor Charge to Moſes ? Or did he uſe them of his own 
s in. Head; as indifferent uncommanded Rites ? When 
jor V theſe Queſtions are reſolved, it will be time e- 
16 it nough to conſider what is urged from this Text. 
o the And in the mean while J am ſure, nothing can be 
| they collected from it, that can be of any Service to our 
(on. Author, or his Cauſe. 


But ſays our Author, (s) That our Saviour has 
declared his Appointment, that the Apoſtles ſaw and 
praiſed it, and that the Church has all along under- 


troned 


again 

* food this Appointment for the Mixture, I have already 
co. /70ved. And whether I have not more fully proved 
1 fax the contrary, I ſabmit to the Readers Determina- 
gel on. And as to the Flouriſhes that follow, about 
erred tbe Inſpiration of the Fathers, who lived fo long 


as Prophecy ing and Miracles laſted, all I have to 
lay is, that either thoſe Fathers were infallibly 
Inſpired, or they were not. If they were, why 
are not their Writings allowed to be of equal Au- 


troned 
ch It 
| like 


- 
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(r) Defeyce, Page 37. (s) Page 48. 
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thority with the Holy Scripture ? If they wer 
not infallibly inſpired, why ſhould as great Str 
be laid upon their Sayings, as if they had bez 
ſo ? Suppoſing they had been as pretling for th 
Mixture, as they are pretended to have been, e. 
ther their Doctrines muſt have been as Authentic 
in all reſpects as thoſe of Scripture, and then the 
ought to have been put into the Canon, and the 
Church is highly to blame for not doing it. 0. 
elſe thoſe muſt be highly to blame now, who g 
oft from the Rule of Scripture, and ſet them uy 
as a ſufficient Foundation for ſuch Duties as the 
Scripture knows nothing off. 

et if we have not ſufficient Chriſtian Auto. 
rities for the Mixture, we muſt go to the Fews fy 
it, rather than be without ſo neceſſary a Part d 
our Religion, and muſt learn from their Tan 
and from an abſurd Diſtinction in it, what ws 
cannot learn from the Bible, and all the Directions 
there given us. But what Sort of Evidence the 
Talmud is, I have (t) already obſerved; and what 
Weight can any way be laid upon fo ſenſeleſs 1 
Diſtinction, as that betwixt the Fruit of the Tre: 
and of the Vine, 1 leave to every one to conſider, 
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But our Author tells us, (u) the Anſwerer ii doubts 
willing to admit the Talmud, that is, though he hat itt 
Juſt before excepted to it as not a competent Evi. lam | 

dence in the Caſe, he is willing however for Ar Howe) 
gument ſake, to ſuppoſe it for the preſent, to be Ml bur A 
good Authority. And what Advantage can be eure 
hoped for from ſuch a Suppoſal? Eſpecially fince as to 
it follows, that the Talnud's calling the nix d Cy Ml Where! 
the Fruit of the Vine, is no Proof our Saviour did | More 
ſo too, And does he thew it is? He only tells us, Ml Provwe 
| This Proof in concurrence with the reft, I take to h. makes 
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| a good one; and ſhall refer the Reader to what has 


b:en ſaid already. And if the Reader can find any 


satisfaction in what has been ſaid, much Good may 
lit do him. I heartily wiſh I could find Satisfa- 


ction in it too. But as yet I have not done it, 


Land am pretty ſure I never {hall. Bur the An- 
Eferer had argued, Perhaps the Jews might not call 
a nix d Cup the Fruit of the Vine. And does he diſ- 


prove this? He only ſays, (v) Maimonides and 


[the Talmud, (meaning Maimonides from the Tal- 
nud) that is, as he proceeds, the beſt Jewiſh Au- 
| thority, ſay they did. As much as to ſay, if a Man 


reſolves to take it upon Truſt from the Talmud, he 
may. But if he will not do this, there is no el- 
der, or more authentick Evidence to convince him. 


And who can help it, if there be no ſufficient 


Authority to convince him ? What follows from 
hence is very obvious, namely that he ought to 


| defiſt, and not preſs for the Mixture, till he meet 


with ſuch Conviction. Perbaps our Saviour might not 
have his Cup mix d. And perhaps, if our Saviout's 
Cup was mix'd, he might not deſign to enjoyn it as 


| ſuch, Hereto our Author replies, That our Sabi- 


our deſigned to enjoyn his own Inflitution. And who 


| doubts it ? And that the Mixture was Part of the 


Inflitution has been ſhewn already. But where, I pray ? 
lam ſure I can find nothing like a Proof of it. 
However for a Concluſion of theſe Suppoſitions; 
our Author objects, that here is nothing but Con- 
jeckure upon Conjecture againſt the Mixture. As mucli 
as to ſay here is nothing but ſeveral Particulars, 


| wherein our Author's Proofs Want to be made out 


more fully. And if any one of theſe Conjectures 
prove true, his whole Scheme falls by it. Which 
makes it incumbent on him to prove very plainly 


356 } * 
4 


) Page, 52. 
* that 


(106) 
that the Anſwerer is miſtaken in them all. Be 
cauſe till this is firſt done his Concluſion for the 
Mixture is very precarious. I add, that this O0. 
Jection of proceeding upon Conjecture, were thok 
Conjectures much lefs to the purpoſe than they ate 
comes from our learned Author with the work 


| 
| 


that I am 
Proſelyte 

It toll 
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Grace that can be; becauſe a oreat Part of both 475 i 
his Books are built only upon Conjectures; a Plen- his St 
tital Collection whereof might eaſily be made . Wh 
But I forbear, and hall content my ſelf only tg A be a 
direct the Reader to the 62d and Sath Pages of his 350 4s 
Defence; where Jam much miſtaken, if he do not Nat? 1} 
find as many Conjectures one upon another, az IE 
ever were inet with in fo little a Compaſs in any ims ON 
Author that ever was. Beſides that it is to be = W9 
remembred, a probable Objection is not to be Ne do 
lighted, but anſwered ; but an Evidence that 1 
is no more than Probable aud Conjectural, will 5 med 
never ſerve to prove a neceſſary Duty. 7 
Again, here is another Objection ſtarted by been Pr 


the Anſwerer, namely that according to Dr. WM kave te 
Lightfoot's Doctrine, F a Mun drinks / ine n © 
8 ; it. IE 
mingled, be has performed his Duty. And why ther 
has not a Chriſtian performed his, when only in I ine? in like 
Yet fays our Author, This is bat a lame Performance, ; 
But it it were a ſufficient one, as it muſt be, or wap” 0 
elſe he has not performed his Duty; if it bes the bel 
ſufficſent Performance he need not much concem rats 
himſelf for any hard Words that may be given it. 3 
Our Author fays farther, The Zfixtare ſeems, (and 5 * 
indeed it more than ſeems, for it really was) un X 15 
commanded by the Moſaick Inſtitution. But as I hat 10 . 
proved, "tis enzoyned by the Chriſtian. This makes a 2 5 
ſufficient Difference, and barrs Liberty in the latter Eine 
Ce. In gond Truth, it would make a ſufficient I fs 
Difference, and put a final Concluſion to this - 
Debate, could it but be once made out, and it 5 


gy ©. 1 * 
| only for want of the Proof of ſach a Difference, (=) 
| that 
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that I am not already, nor am ever like to be his 
proſelyte. 5 n 
It follows, (x) Dr. Lightfoot afirms, That the 


ine our Saviour made ufe of at the Iuſtitution was 
mix d with Water, if our Lord conformed to the Cu- 


fm of that Nation. Which is arguing barely upon 
Suppoſition; and, ſo, very tar from proving that he 


did ſo. But then the Doctor adds, in Corroboration 
of his Suppoſition, that we have no Reaſon to queſtion 
it, Which is ſtill but arguing upon what he takes 
to be a rational Conjecture; too weak a Founda- 
tion, as was but now ſaid, to build a neceſſary 
Duty upon. As it certainly is, notwithſtanding 
what he cites there from Hab. Berachoth; which 
aims only at proving that the Jews Cup of Bleſ- 
ſing was mix d, but ſays nothing of our Saviour's. 
Nor does the Doctor, or R. Eliexer, or any of the 
learned Fews pretend to ſay, that our Saviour en- 
joyned the Water as a neceſſary Part of this In- 
ſtitution. Which is the Point that ſhould have 
been proved, but cannot. And therefore give me 
leave to ask again, and I deſire a fair Anſwer to 
it. If a Few might perform his Duty in an un— 
mix d Cup, why may not a Chriſtian perform his 
in like manner? This is ſuch an invincible Rubb 
in the way, that I do not ſee how it could be got 
over, though I ſhould ſuppoſe the Talmud to be 
the beſt Evidence in the World, and the Diſt inction 
betwixt the Fruit of the Vine and of the Tree, to 
be as juſt a Diſtin&ion as ever was. But this [ 
can by no means aſſent to, till what the Anſwerer 
had urged againſt it be fully cleared. ()) By this, ſays 
he, one would think it was a common Diſtinction in our 
Saviour's Time, and that his Inflitution was to be ex- 


| plained by it. But if we look into Dr. Lightfoot 
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from whom it is cited, be ſays no ſuch Thing. He on. 
ly tells us that there is ſuch a Tradition of the Rab 
bins, but not bow many Ages aſter our Saviour i 
migbt come into their Heads. Aud yet bad it been, 
Tradition of the Jews in our Saviour's Time, to what 
Uſe would it bave ſerved ? If the eus would talk in. 
pertinently, I cannot think it Fea our Lord ſhoull 
do ſo too. What Tree can Grapes grow upon? Or af 
what Tree can I ine be produced, but the Vine only ! 
Or what Vine ever produced M ine and Water ? What 
the Jews therefore can mean by ſo unaccountable 
Diſtinction, is to me ſo very Myſtical, that I mi 
| beg to be excuſed, if I cannot imagine our Bleſſed S. 
piour would ever take up with it; and eſpecially in 6 
ſolemn an Inſtitution as this of the Bleſſed Euchariſt ; Ml (gn the 1 
y in truth that any manner of Regard is to be had u Ml « they pi 
it. Whereto our learned Author makes Two Re. MW he will 
plies, but how Satisfactory, I leave to the Reader's ¶ ſettled t 
Obſervation. Firſt, (z) That this Diſtindtion va them lee 
Ancient and Common too, appears from Dr. Lightfoot; too. O 
neither bas the Anſwerer offered any thing to the con. Ml make ar 
trary, As to the Antiquity of it, the Anſwerer Wh may nc 
had deſired it might be clearly ſhewn as Ancient {MW Which i 
as the Time, at leaſt, of our Saviour, And for a But is 1 
very good Reaſon, becauſe otherwiſe it is not at ſaid bef 
all to the Purpoſe. However, our Author has not to be 
ſo much as attempted this; though of ſuch abſo- I this fa, 
lute Neceſſity to have been done. And as to the il or thou 


1s 4 little 
fr. But 
[Fault lie 
the Word 
that the 4 
| will „ 
will not 
| our Savi 
them, an 
the Euch 
ver ente 
that the 
| Ability 1 
give the 


Commonneſs of it, Dr. Lightfoot does not ſay how It fo 
many, or how few, they were that had any way MW tremely 
made uſe of it. Nor does our Author ſay it for MW And th 
him, or any one elſe. Secondly, He ſays His next Ml or Rive 
Effort is ſomewhat extraordinary, If the Jews, ſays is brou 
be, would talk impertinently, I cannot think it Ml expeQtc 
neceſſary our Lord ſhould do ſo too. This Tur! plainec 
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I 0. Bi; a little too ſtrong : I am ſorry to ſee him venture ſo 
Rab fr. But pray good Sir, where does his mighty 
our ü WW Fault lie? I muſt own, 1 have carefully peruſed 
Veen « the Words, and am not able to diſcover it. Is it 


what that the Rabbins never talked impertinently ? This 
k in WW] will Anſwer for our learned Author, that he 
ſoull will not affirm. Or is it that he would have 
Or f our Saviour to have talked impertinently with 
only * them, and more particularly in his Inſtitution of 
What the Euchariſt > The leaſt Suſpicion of this can ne- 
ble a WM ver enter into my Thoughts. Where is it then 
[mul that the Turn is ſo over ffrong 2 This is beyond my 
d S. Ability to explain. He asks, Wont the Anſwerer 
in ſo il give "ng no leave to ſettle their Language, to aſ- 
r1/t ; N ig: the Notes of Diſtinction, and mark their Thoughts 
ad to a they pleaſe ? And I will nndertake for him that 
Re. be will; and not only ſo, but when they have 
ders Wi ſettled their Language to their Mind, he will give 
v Bi them leave to uſe it as impertinently as they pleaſe 
oot; WM too. Only it is deſired, that if at any Time they 
con. make an improper Uſe of it, our Bleſſed Saviour 
erer may not be brought into the ſcrape with them. 
ent WM Which is ſure a moſt reaſonable Requeſt in it ſelf. 
or 2 MW But is more manifeſtly fo in our Caſe, ſince as I 
ot at Wl faid before, it has not ſo much as been attempted 
not to be proved, nor ever can it be proved, that 
bſo- this famous Diſtinction had been ever heard, 
the or thought of, in our Saviour's Days. 

how It follows, (a) The Phraſeology of Nations is ex- 
way Wl tremely different, eſpecially the Eaſtern andthe Weſtern : 
for And the Idiom of calling a great Mountain, or Tree, 
or River, &c. a Mountain, or Tree, or River of God, 
is brought to prove it. But what Service can be 
expeCted from this Obſervation, is yet to be ex- 
plained. This was certainly a known Idiom of the 
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Fels and uſed as ſuch in Scripture. But why 
elation has this to the Fruit of the Tree? Or why 
Evidence is there of That being anldiom with them 
too? The Scripture never once mentions thi 
though it often does the other. Nor will the Proof 
of this being an Idiom ever prove, that the other 
was fo likewiſe. The Honourable and Ingenion; 
Mr. Boyl obſerves, that in our own Tongue, ther: 
are Five or Six Expreſſions relating to the Birth if 
Infants, that would ſound very odly in another 
Language. Namely that (Y) Such a Voman h 


| booked every Hour theſe Ten Days; Tefterday ſhe cried 
out ; She had a quick and eaſy Labour. Laſt Nigbt 


e was brought a Bed; Now fhe lies in; Let us re. 
member the Lady in the Straw, Theſe are purely 
Exgliſb Idioms ; but it will never follow from any 
or all of them, that we call a Horſe a Mountain, 
or a Fiſh a Fowl. Nor again was that of the Tre; 
properly an Idiom, but a Diſtinction. Nor again 


does it appear to have been a conſtant general 


Diſtinction amongſt that Nation, but only a Say. 
ing of ſome of the Rabbins, of which the Doctor 
tells us they had a Tradition. And it 1s too much 
to require that I ſhould depend more upon ſuch a 
Tradition, than upon the plain Words of our 8a. 


viour at the Inſtitution ; Words fo plain and clear 


that I never thought any Diſpute could « 
riſe about them, till I found this preſent Contro: 


El verſy unhappily ſet on Foot. - 


Before I proceed any farther, I will beg leave 
to remind the Reader, that the Anſwerer had taken 
accation to obſerve what (c) Buxtorf had teſtified 
concerning the Fews, that they had Four Cups 
at their Paſſover, and that they all conſiſted of Vine; 
but ſaid withal he was willing to ſuppoſe for th? 
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preſent, that the Talmudiſts were not miſtaken, and 
to inquire whether their Evidence would anſwer 
Expectation, even upon ſuch a Suppoſirion. This 
our learned Author 1s pleaſed to take for a total 
oiving up of Buxtorf, or in his own Expreſſion, 


(d) an orderirg bim to withdraw, and profeſſes he 


cannot take it as any Point of Curteſy, Though after 


all I cannot but think Buxtorf, to have been as 


well acquainted with the Fewiſß, both Language, 
and Cuſtoms, as Dr. Lightfoot, whom he conſtantly 
reckons upon as of unqueſtionable Authority ; nor 
do l fee why he ſhould not be as deſervedly ordered to 


| vithdraw as Buxtorf. And pollibly it may be thought 


convenient to give him this Order, when I ſhall 
have told the Reader, that they both ſay the ſame 


Thing. For what Buxtorf had taught before, Dr. 


Lizhtfoot teaches afterwards, on St. Matt. xxvi. 27. 
that Four Cups of Wine were to be drunk up by every 
one. N. II. and that they were to cot of red 
ine. N. IV. . 

[ will not trouble either our Author or the Rea- 
der, with a farther Inquiry, whether St. Luke's, 


or the other Evangeliſts Account of the Eucha- 


riſtick Inſtitution is the longeſt, both becauſe it is 
of no Confequence in the prefent Debate, and be- 
cauſe moreover every One's own Eyes are ſufficient 
Evidence, that St. Luke's is the ſhorteſt. 

The Anſwerer having (e) ſaid, that what Plu- 
tarch ſays of the x, imports no more, than that 
ſuch a Mixture may ſometimes be termed Vine, our 
learned Author affirms it imports more: It imports 
that ſuch a Mixture 1s commonly called Wine. But 
whereas the Anſwerer explained his Meaning by 
what follows, Not that Vine neceſſarily imports a 
Mixture, which were neceſſary for proving our Savi- 
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our enjoined one, nor ſo much as that pure Wine yy 
ever called «$4 3 to this he replies, That though 
Wine does not always import a Mixture, «eas do 
Which is a plain Confeſſion, that the Exception 
to this Teſtimony of Juſin Martyr is well ground. 
ed, even according to his own Doctrine. 

Dr. Lightfoot being ſaid to have taught (f) the 
Mixture to be a convenient Rite, as being reguiſte 
for Health, and avoiding Drunkenngſs, his Anſwet 
is, that (g) the Jews thought their Deliverance fron 
E yo! imperfetly repreſented without the Mixtur. 
All that lam concerned in this Queſtion is to 
know, whether the Anſwerer has cited Dr. Ligb. 
foot's Words fairly and truly. That he has not, 
is not ſo much as pretended ; and if he has, | 
hope he is not to be blamed for it. And if ther 
be any Exception to the Words when fairely cited, 
let Dr. Lightfoot look to that; for the Anſwerer 
is no way concerned in it. All that he could 
deſire in the Caſe, and which cannot be denied 
him, is that if Dr. Ligbtfoot's Evidence be al- 
lowed as unqueſtionable, when againſt him, it 
muſt be ſo likewiſe when on his ſide. 

The Anſwerer inquires farther, (5) If our K. 
our were believed in like manner to have uſed it, 
becauſe of the Strength of the Wine in thoſe bd 
Countries, by what Argument can it be proved, that 
the ſame Mixture would be neceſſary in other Places 
where the Wine ts thinner, and not more apt to intox: 
 Zcate, than a mixt Cup perhaps might be amongſt the 
Jews © To this ſays he I reply, (i) that the Sacra- 
mental Cup was no where drunk in ſuch large Pro- 
portions, as to endanger Sobriety, tho never ſo generous 


and undiluted ;, And therefore this could not be th. 
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t 
an of the Mixture. But our learned Author 
nay conſider firſt, that if the Jews put Water in- 
o their Cup for this Reaſon, the Chriſtians might 
rery well be at Liberty to leave it out, when 
he Caſe came to be altered, ſo as that there was no 


be more Occaſion for ſuch an Uſage in Places 
where. the Wine was ſtrong, than is amongſt us, 


and eſpecially wheti they met together very ear- 
ly, in aitelucanis cætibus, becauſe a little Wine ta- 
ken at that time of the Morning, might cloud 


their Heads and render them leſs fit to ſerve God; 
than they would otherwiſe have been; though 
without any danger of drinking to Exceſs. In 


ſhort, if the Jews might, and did put Water in- 
Ito their Paſchal Cup for Convenience, why may 


it not as well be left out of ours when there is no 
ſuch Convenienee in it? N 
But now comes an unhappy Queftion, which 


T heartily wiſh our learned Author had forborn. 


(k) If Water may be omitted, why not Vine? And 
another juſt after, Vhy may not any other Liquor 
do as well as Wine? And I return one ſhort An- 


ſwer to both; Becauſe our Saviour plainly tells 
Ius, what he inſtituted was the Fruit of the Vine, 
but ſays not one word of either Water, or any 


other Liquor. 1 . 5 
The Anſwerer is charged with (I) a great Afiſ- 
take, in ſaying Ve bear nothing of a Cup putpoſely 
mixt for this Uſe, till the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, 
And this Miftake is affirmed to appear plainly from 
the Teſtimomes of Juſtin Mattyr, Irenzus, Clemens 
Alexandrinus, and St. Cyprian, above - cited. Now 
have again looked over that Part both of the 
Reaſons and of the Defence wherein theſe Wri- 
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ters are cited; and find the utmoſt they are prody 
ced for is, to prove that our Saviour uſed a Mir 
ture: Beſides it is urged in the Reaſons, (m) thy 
it is moſt reaſonable to ſuppoſe, that the Vine bleſſd 
by our Saviour for the holy Euchariſt was Part o 
that prepared for the Paſſover, and conſequently nd 
purpoſely mixed for the Euchariſt. And in the 


which h. 
ence It 1 
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ſon beca 
exe ne 


uſt beg 


mind, ti 
Defence are thele Words, expreſsly contradidton pe T. 
to the Charge of Miſale here caſt upon ten expre 
Anſwerer; (u.) Ihe Scripture gives not the ledf lays it 
Hint of any new. Proviſion, of any Change in Bead th 
Entertainment for the Euchariſt. *Tis moſt veaſo- fhonld ! 
able to ſuppoſe it the Remainder of what was pre The firſt 
pared for the Faſs0ver. Where then is this Gxtr the Paſs 


MizTaks? Every one that cannot reconcile Con. thou tha 
tradictions muſt ſay, it is not in the Anſwer, the Paſs 
but the Defender. , Then ca 
cannot but be much ſurprized at the next Paſsover 
Allertion, it is fo very ſtrange; (o) It does not ap John, 
pear our Saviour kept the Paſsover with unleaventl may eat. 
Bread. So ſays our Author, But I cannot pet: full as 
ſwade my felt he can think our Saviour would Anthor 
profeſs to keep the Paſsover, and yet act in though 
ſuch direct contradition to it's Inſtitution, as it ture, © 
would have been to make uſe of Leavened Bread; I for the 
which was not ſo much as to be ſuffered in thei licht 
Houſes, at the time of that Feſtival. As the Ar them. 
ſwerer had plainly ſhewn. I may inferr this all MW paſsov 
from our Author's own Doctrine. He lays, (p) ing th 
Our Saviour's laſt Supper went upon a Conformity to 15 
the Jewiſh Paſsover. And can it be thought our WH Day a 
Saviour would comply with the Fews, in Ml e Bre. 
Joyning Water, which was not commanded them, ther, 
any more than the Bread, Unleavened Bread, Lamb 


ced in 
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mhich had been poſitively commanded ? From 
ence it muſt be owned that ow Saviour kept the 
Paſiover with unleavened Bread; and tor this Rea- 
ſon becauſe it was forbidden to do otherwiſe; 


ere nothing more to be faid for it. But 1 
uſt beg leave farther, to put this Gentleman in 
mind, that his Aſſertion is a flat Contradiction 
to the Teſtimony of three of the Evangeliſts, who 
Sr. Matthew 
ays it was on (q) the firſt day of unleavencd 
Bread the Diſciples came, to know where they 
ſhonld keep the Paſſover. ' So ſays St. Marl, (v) 
The firſt day of unleavened Bread, when they killed 
the Paſsover, bis Diſciples ſaid unto him, Where wilt 
thou that we go and prepare, that thou may ſt eat 
the Paſsover 3 And ſo again ſays St. Lake, () 
Then came the day of unleavened Bread, when the 
Paſsover muſt be killed. And he ſent Peter and 
John, ſaying, Go and prepare the Paſsover that we 
may eat, This 1s undeniable Evidence, and as 
full as can be deſired. And yet our learned 
Author has ſome Arguments to the contrary ; 
though after ſuch plain Teſtimonies from Scrip- 
ture, one would think their could be no room 
for them. However that I may not ſeem to 
ſhght them, I ſhall briefly inquire into each of 
them. The firſt is that our Saviour kept his 
Paſsover a Night ſooner than the time for ear- 
ing the Lamb, and fo did not eat the Paſchal 
Lamb. But what he ate was on the thirteenth 
Day at Night, and fo one the jirff Day of umlea ven- 
ed Bread. Which is all I am concerned for. Far- 
ther, ſays he, By the Moſaick Law the Paſchal 
Lamb was to be killed by the Levites, and ſacrifi- 
ced in the Temple at the Evening of the fourteenth 


Riv. 12. (ſ) Ch, xxli. 7, 8. 
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that our Saviour could not keep the Paſsover wit 
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Day. Neither of which Regulations were pradiſt 
at our Saviour's Paſsover. And is this a Prod 


unleauvened Bread? Or even that it does not apps 
he kept it ſo? If it be I will own my ſelf, 
the Anſwerer was cauſeleſsly charged before, t 
be in a GreaT MisTake. Again he ſays, Beſide 
as the learned Hammond obſerves *twas not neceſſay 
their Houſes ſhould be cleared of all Leavenel 
Bread till the Evening of the fourteenth Da, 
Now I cannot deny that I have a great Ve 
neration for Dr. Hammond; but withal that if h; 
ſhould happen to contradict the Evangeli/ts I mul 
pre ferr their Authority before his. But does he 
Tay our Saviour made uſe of Leavened Bread! 
This cannot be pretended. Does he ſay, as ou 
Author here affirms, twas not neceſſary their Houſe 
ſeould be cleared of all Leavened Bread, till the 
Evening of the fourteenth Day? Theſe Words are 
not to be found in him. Has he then any other 
that import as much? That I ſhall ſubmit to 
the Reader's Judgment, when I ſhall have recit- 
ed what he ſays. Speaking of the Evening df 
the Thirteenth Day, that is of the Beginning of 
the Fourteenth, he declares that this Day of the 
Paſsover being the Eve or Preparation of the Seven 
days Feaſt of Unleavened Bread, they were that 
Day before Sun. ſet to purge out, or remove all Reman. 
ders of Leavened Bread out of their Houſes. But 
does this amount to ſo moch, as ſaying it was 
not neceſſary ro be done at the Beginning of 
that Day, If it were done then, it was certainly 
done before the next Sun-ſet. But it will not neceſ 
farily follow on the other hand, that if it be 


| done towards the latter End of the Day, it is 


done ſoon enough. And we may be ſure when 
our Saviour ſet himſelf to keep the Paſsover, 
though he could not do it at the proper time, 
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cauſe he, the true Lamb of God, of which the 

daſchal was but a Type, was to be offered oP —4 
ettly 


wit ore that time, yet he would do it as per 
appeals was conſiſtent with his time of doing it, and 
lf, A Vould not diſpenſe with a Divine Inſtitution, 
re, n a point wherein there was no Occaſion for a 
fd MPiſpenſation. But the right State of the Que- 
ceſanMion is not, whether our Saviour could diſpenſe 
venelrith Leaven in the Paſsover, but whether he 
Da cually did it. And this I am ſure our Au- 
Ve bor will not undertake to prove. This Argu- 
if Ehnent is much the ſame as if a Thief upon the 
| Highway, ſhould plead a Right to my Purſe, 
es h ecauſe God could as well diſpenſe with him in 
read! aking it, as he did with the Iſraelites in ſpoil- 
s ou ng the Egyptians. From all which Premiſſes I 
Houſe may ſafely conclude the Bread our Saviour uſed 


as unleavened ; and I do not ſee how it could 
be otherwiſe. 
We are told farther, (t) We cannot inferr with 
any Cogency, that he took the mixt Cup only becauſe 
was ready at hand. I did not expect this would 
have been diſputed ; becauſe the Force of all the 
Arguments for proving our Saviour uſed the ſame 
up that was uſed at the Paſsover, ſeems to 
Seven Mireft upon it. And ſo it muſt till ſome other 
that MReaſon can be given for his pretended Inſtitu- 
main. tion of a Mixture, than that he drank of, and 
But Meppointed the ſame Cup that was then uſed. 
was This therefore I looked upon as our Author's 
g of Mown Argument, and which he, not I, is concern- 
ainly Ned to anſwer, fo far as it needs an Anſwer. But 
ecef: Mif ſo, why will it not follow for the ſame Reaſon, 
it be that he made uſe of Wine, only becauſe it was ready © 
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I cannot ſuppoſe our Saviour by any means 4 
have acted with ſo little conſideration as thi 
Queſtion inſinuates. Nor is there any the leap 
Pretence of Reaſon for it. Our Saviour wh, 
did nothing without the greateſt Reaſon would 
not act thus unreaſonably in a Matter of the 
higheſt Conſequence. And this is one Argument 
with me againſt his ſuppoſed uſe of a Mixture, 
But there are other good Reaſons to believe ho 
did not make uſe of the Wine only becauſe it 
was ready; and ſuch as will not hold for the 
Suppoſed Water. This Anſwers ro the Types in 
the Old Teſtament, and it moſt perfectly re. 
ſembles his Blood; and beſides it is what is men- 
tioned as the Matter of the Cup. All which 
Conſiderations ſhew that a great deal may be fail 
for the Wine that cannot be ſaid for the Water 
and beſides that, it is egregiouſly abſurd, and what 
therefore can never come into my Thought; 
in the leaft to imagine, that there is no lafling 
Obligation to communicate in Vine, but that an 
other Drink may ſerve as well. 

Once more, the Anſwerer had argued, () !f 
it is a juſt Concluſion, that becauſe our Saviour men- 
tions only Bread in the Inſtitution, therefore any Bread 
whether leavened or unleavened, is the proper Matter 
of that Part of the Sacrament ; it naturally follows, 
and altogether with the ſame Reaſon, that becanj? 
be mentions nothing in the Cup but Wine, therefore 
any Wine will be ſufficient, whether mixt or unmixt, 
But here, ſays our Author, (w) the Reader may, 
pleaſe to obſerve, that thongh Bread is the Mat- 
ter of the Sacrament, and conſequently neceſſary 
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I add, and particularly taken, broken, and 
iven by our Saviour, as the Evangeliſts de- 
clare, yet the Kind of Bread is left at Liberty, 
[eavened or Unleavened is only an accidental Circum- 
flance. But the Mixture conſtitutes the Matter and 
ſeems to enter the Eſſence, But this is very ſtrange, 
that a Mixture in the Cup of which the Scripture 
ſays not a Word, and which can never be proved 
to have been what our Saviour deſigned to inſtitute, 
ſhould be more eſſential, than ſuch a Mixture in 
the Bread, as the Scripture ſhews he muſt have 
| made uſe of; and that Do this ſhould be of ſuch 
extenſive Obligation with reſpect to the former, 
of which there is no Proof, and yet ſignify no- 
thing as to the other, where there appears ſo 
much more Reaſon for it. "This is ſo plain, that 
our Author ſpeaks but diffidently as to the Obli- 
gation to the Water. He ſays it ſeems to enter the 
Eſſence ; Which is a doubting Expreſſion, and in- 
timates it not to be certainly Eſsential; which 
yet were neceſſary to prove the Obligation to re- 
ore it. | 
And now to ſhut up all in a few Words, That 
| the Fruit of the Vine was inſtituted by our Bleſſed 
Saviour, is certain from Divine Revelation ; 
that any Water was mixed with it is not ſo much 
as intimated in Scripture, nor taught as Neceſ- 
ſary for ſome Ages after. The One was en- 
joyned by our Lord; the other not enjoined at 
all. How then can this be inſiſted on as Neceſ- 
fary to Salvation, without ſetting Tradition, 
whether Chriſtian or Fewrſ above the Word of 
God? And yet even upon this Suppoſition, the 
Tradition for it is fo lame and imperfect, that it 
will never do the Buſineſs. 
Thus I have gone through this Firſt Article ; 
and have ſhewn in general, that Scripture is 1 
only 


N ( 120 ) 
only Rule preſcribed to Chriſtians, as able to 
make them wiſe unto Salvation; and more particu- 
larly as to the Mixture contended for; that the 
Tradition pleaded for it, is neither ſo Conſtant 
and Univerſal as is pretended, nor ſufficient to 
= ove a Neceſlity of this Uſage where it is to be 
Ls The natural and unavoidable Conſequence 
of which Poſitions is, that as there is no Neceſſity 
: for Reſtoring it, fo neither can the Want of it 
any way juſtify a Rupture in the Church. 


